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TITLE 6—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT

Chapter lll—Farmers Home Adminis-
tration, Depariment of Agriculture
Subchopter C—Production and Subsistence Loans

[FHA Instruction 441.5]

ParT 345—MEMBERSHIP IN COOPERATIVE
ASSOCIATIONS

REVOCATION OF PART

Part 345, Title 6, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, is hereby revoked.

Dated: April 25, 1957.

[sEAL] H. C. SM1TH,
Acting Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3553; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:54a,.m.]

Chapter IV—Commodity Stabilization
Service and Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, Department of Agriculture

Subchapter B—Loans, Purchases, and Other
Operations

[1857 C. C, C. Grain Price Support Bulletin
1, Supp. 1, Soybeans]

PART 421 —GRAINS AND RELATED
COMMODITIES

SUBPART—1957-CROP SOYBEAN LOAN AND
PURCHASE AGREEMENT PROGRAM

A price support program has been an-
nounced for the 1957-crop of soybeans.
The 1957 C. €. C. Grain Price Support
Bulletin 1 (22 F. R. 2321) issued by the
Cqmmudity Credit Corporation and con-
taining the regulations of a general
hature with respect to price support op-
erations for certain grains and other
tommodities produced in 1957, is supple-
mented as follows:

Sec,

4212626
4212627
4212628

Purpose.

Avallability of price support.

Eligible soybeans.

Warehouse receipts.

Determination of quantity.

Determination of quality.

Maturity of loans.

Determination of support rates.

Warehouse. charges.

Inspection of soybeans under pur-
chase agreements.

Settlement.

4212631
421.2632
4212633
4212634
4212635

4212638

AUTHORITY: §§ 421.2626 to 421.2636 issued
under sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; 15
U. S. C. 7T14b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62
Stat. 1072; secs. 301, 401, 63 Stat. 1053; 15
U. 8. C. Tl4c, 7 U, S. C. 1447, 1421,

§ 421.2626 Purpose. Sections 421.2626
to 421.2636 state additional specific regu-
lations which, together with the general
regulations contained in the 1957 C. C. C.
Grain Price Support Bulletin 1
(§§ 421.2201 to 421.2221), apply to loans
and purchase agreements under the
1957-Crop Soybean Price Support Pro-
gram.

§ 421.2627 Availability of price sup-
port—(a) Method of support. Price
support will be made available through
farm-storage and warehouse-storage
loans and through purchase agreements.

(b) Area. Farm-storage and ware-
house-storage loans and purchase agree-
ments will be available wherever soy-
beans are grown in the continental
United States, except that farm-storage
loans will not be available in areas where
the State committee determines that
soybeans cannot be safely stored on the
farm.

(¢) Where fo apply. Application for
price support should be made at the office
of the county committee which keeps
the farm-program records for the farm.

(d) When to apply. Loans and pur-
chase agreements will be available from
the time of harvest through January
31, 1958, and the applicable documents
must be signed by the producer and de-
livered to the office of the county com-
mittee not later than such final date.
Applicable documents include the Pro-
ducer's Note and Loan Agreement for
warehouse-storage loans, the Producer’s
Note and Supplemental Loan Agreement
and the Commodity Chattel Mortgage
for farm-storage loans, and the Purchase
Agreement for purchase agreements.

(e) Eligible producer. An eligible
producer shall be an individual, partner-
ship, association, corporation, estate,
trust, or other business enterprise, or
legal entity, and wherever applicable, a
State, political subdivision of a State,
or any agency thereof producing soy-
beans in 1957 as landowner, landlord,
tenant, or sharecropper. Two or more
eligible producers may obtain a joint
loan on eligible soybeans harvested by
them if stored in the same farm-storage

(Continued on p. 3065)
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facility. In the case of joint loans, each
person signing the note shall be held
jointly and severally responsible for the
loan. Where the county office has ex-
perienced difficulties in settling farm-
storage loans with a producer, the county
committee shall determine that he is not
eligible for a farm-storage loan. He
shall be eligible, however, to obtain a
warehouse-storage loan or sign a pur-
chase agreement.

§421.2628 Eligible soybeans. Soy-
beans, to be eligible for price support,
must meet all of the applicable require-
ments set forth in this section:

(a) The soybeans must have been
produced in the continental United
States in 1957 by an eligible producer,

(h) At the time the soybeans are
placed under loan or delivered under &
purchase agreement, the beneficial in-
terest in the soybeans must be in the
eligible producer tendering the soybeans
for loan or for delivery under a purchase
agreement and must always have been
in him, or must have been in him and a
former producer whom he succeeded be-
fore the soybeans were harvested. To
meet the requirements of succession to
a former producer, the rights, responsi-
bilities and interest of the former pro-
ducer with respect to the farming unit
on which the soybeans were produced
shall have been substantially assumed by
the producer claiming succession. Mere
purchase of the crop prior to harvest,
without acquisition of any additional in-
terest in the farming unit, shall not con-
stitute succession. The county commit-
tee shall determine whether the require-
ments with respect to succession have
been met.

(¢) Soybeans, at the time they are
placed under loan, and soybeans under
purchase agreement which are in ap-
proved warehouse storage prior to notifi-
cation by a producer of his intention to
sell to CCC, must meet the following re-
quirements:

(1) The soybeans must be soybeans of
any class, grading No. 4 or better and
containing not in excess of 14 percent
moisture.

(2) The soybeans must not grade
Garlicky or Weevily, or contain mer-
curial compounds or other substances
Poisonous to man or animals.

(3) If offered as security for a farm-
storage loan, the soybeans must have
been stored in the granary at least 30
days prior to their inspection, measure-
ment, sampling, and sealing unless
otherwise approved by the State com-
mittee,

B (d) Except as otherwise provided in
* 4212635 (a), soybeans under purchase
agreement stored in other than approved
Warehouse-storage shall not be eligible
for sale to CCC if they do not meet the
Tequirements of paragraph (¢) (1) and
{2) of this section on the basis of a pre-
delivery inspection performed by a rep-
]resentative of the county committee, un-
de'? the producer complies with the con-
q‘ 1ons specified in § 421.2635 (a) and the
Soybeans on the basis of an inspection
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made at the time of delivery meet the
requirements set forth in paragraph (c)
(1) and (2) of this section.

§ 421.2629 Warehouse receipts, Ware=
house receipts representing soybeans in
approved warehouse storage to be placed
under loan or delivered under a purchase
agreement, must meet the following re-
quirements:

(a) Warehouse receipts must be is-
sued in the name of the producer, must
be properly endorsed in blank so as to
vest title in the holder, and must be re-
ceipts issued on a warehouse approved by
CCC under the Uniform Grain Storage
Agreement which indicate that the soy-
beans are insured, or must be receipts
issued on warehouses operated by East-
ern common carriers under tariffs ap-
proved by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission for which custodian agreements
are in effect which indicate that the
soybeans are insured.

(b) Each warehouse receipt or the
warehouseman’s supplemental certifi-
cate (in duplicate), properly identified
with the warehouse receipt, must show:
(1) Gross weight or bushels, (2) class,
(3) grade, (4) test weight, (5) moisture,
and (6) any other grading factor(s)
when such factor(s), and not test weight
or moisture, determine the grade. For
soybeans grading Nos. 3 or 4, the per-
centage of splits, total damage, heat
damage and foreign material, if any,
must also be shown. In the case of ware-
house receipts issued for soybeans de-
livered by rail or barge, the grading fac-
tors on the warehouse receipt or the
warehouseman’s supplemental certifi-
cate must agree with the inbound in-
spection certificate for the car or barge,
if such certificate is issued.

(¢c) A separate warehouse receipt
must be submitted for each grade and
class of soybeans.

(d) The warehouse receipt may he
subject to liens for warehouse charges
only to the extent indicated in § 421.2634.

§ 421.2630 Determination of quantity.
(a) The quantity of soybeans placed
under farm-storage loan may be de-
termined either by weight or by measure-
ment. The quantity of soybeans placed
under a warehouse-storage loan or de-
livered under a loan or under a purchase
agreement shall be determined by
weight.

(b) When the quantity is determined
by weight, a bushel shall be 60 pounds
of soybeans free of foreign material in
excess of 2 percent. If the total weight
of foreign material is in excess of 2 per-
cent, the excess shall be deducted from
the total quantity of soybeans in the
determination of the net number of
bushels of soybeans. For the purposes
of this determination, foreign material
shall be computed in tenths of 1 per-
cent. In determining the quantity of
sacked soybeans by weight, a deduction
of 34 of a pound for each sack shall be
made.

(¢c) When the quantity of soybeans is
determined by measurement, a bushel
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shall be 1.25 cubic feet of soybeans test-

ing 60 pounds.per bushel. The quantity

determined shall be adjusted by the
following percentages of the quantity
determined for 60-pound soybeans.

For soybeans testing: Percent
60 pounds or over 100
59 pounds or over, but less than 60.. 938
58 pounds or over, but less than 59.. a7
57 pounds or over, but less than 58.. 95
56 pounds or over, but less than 57.. 93
55 pounds or over, but less than 56.. 92
54 pounds or over, but less than 55.. 90
53 pounds or over, but less than 54._. €8
52 pounds or over, but less than 53.. 87
51 pounds or over, but less than 52__ 85
50 pounds or over, but less than 51.. 83
49 pounds or over, but less than 50_. 82

The quantity shall be further adjusted
if the total weight of foreign material
is in excess of 2 percent, by deducting the
excess from the total quantity of soy-
beans in determining the net number of
bushels of soybeans. For the purposes
of this determination, foreign material
shall be computed in tenths of 1 percent.

§ 421.2631 Detlermination of quality.
The class, grade, grading factors, per-
centage of foreign material, and all other
quality  factors shall be determined in
accordance with the method set forth
in the Official Grain Standards of the
United States for Soybeans, whether or
not such determinations are made on the
basis of an official inspection.

§ 421.2632 Maturity of loans. Loans
mature on demand but not later than
May 31, 1958.

§ 421.2633 Determinalion of support
rates. Basic county support rates and
the schedule of premiums and discounts
for soybeans will be set forth in 1957
C. C. C. Grain Price Support Bulletin 1,
Supplement 2, Soybeans. Farm-storage
and warchouse-storage loans, and pur-
chases under purchase agreements will
be made on the basis of the support rate
established for the county in which the
soybeans were produced.

§ 421.2634 Warehouse charges. (a)
Warehouse receipts and the soybeans
represented - thereby stored in approved
warehouses operating under the Uniform
Grain Storage Agreement may be subject
to liens for warehouse handling and stor-
age charges at not to exceed the Uniform
Grain Storage Agreement rates from the
date the soybeans are deposited in the
warehouse for storage. Where the date
of deposit (the date of the warehouse re-
ceipt if the date of deposit is not shown)
on warehouse receipts representing soy-
beans stored in warehouses operating
under the Uniform Grain Storage Agree-
ment is on or before May 31, 1958, there
shall be deducted in computing the
amount of the loan or purchase price
the storage charges per bushel as shown
in the following table, unless written evi-
dence has been submitted with the ware-
house receipt that all warehouse charges,
except receiving and loading out charges,
have been prepaid through May 31, 1958.
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Amount Date of deposit (all dates inclusive)
of dedue- o
tion (cents:
% pex Area T4 Aress IT and TIL23 Area TV 4 Area V'
bushel) |

.| Prior to June 9, 19
.| June 8-July 1, 1957 .
-.| July 2-July 24, 1957
July 25-Aug. 16, 1957
.| Aug. 17-Sept. 8, 1957
Sept. 8-Oct. 1, 1957 .
Oct. 2,-Oct. 24, 1957.
Oct. 25-Nov, 16, 1957 ____
Nov. 17-Dec. 9, 1957 _.
.1 Dec. 10, 1957-Jan. 1, 1958.

-| Jan, 2-Jan. 24, 1958. ...
--| Jan. 25-Feb. 16, 1958 ...
.| Feb., 17-Muar, 11, 1058__ ..
—-2a-} Mar. 12-Apr. 3, 1958,

- Apr.4-Apr. 26, 1958
.| Apr. 27-May 31, 1958.

Prior to June 3, 1957
June 3-June 24, 10957
June 25-July 16, 1957
July 17-Aug. 7, 1957_....
.| Aug. 8-Aug, 29, 1957__...
Aug. 30,~-Sept. 20, 1957. .
Sept. 21-Oct., 12, 1957 ...
Oct, 13-Nov. 83,1957 ...
Nov. 4-Nov. 25, 1957___.
Nov. 26-Dee. 17, 1957 . __
Dec. 18, 1957-Jan, 8, 1958

Jan. 6-Jan, 30, 1958_. ...
Jarf, 31-Feb. 21, 1958 ___
Feb, 22 -Mar. 15, 1058, .
Mar, 16-Apr. 6, 1958 ...
Apr. 7-Apr. 28, 1958_ ___.
Apr. 20-May 31, 1058 ...

Prior to May 29, 1957._...
May 29-June 18, 1957....

July 10-July 30, 1957
July 31-Aug, 20, 195
Aug. 21-Sept, 10, 1957___
Sept. 11-0¢t, 1, 1957
Oct. 2-Oct, 22, 1957.

Prior to June 15, 1957,
June 15-July 4, 1957,
July 5-July 24, 1957.
July 25-Aug. 13, 1957,
Aug. 14-Sept. 2, 1957.
Sept. 3-Sept. 22, 1957,
-| Sept. 23-Oet. 12, 1957,
-| Oct, 13-Naov. 1, 1857,
Oct. 23-Nov. 12, 195 .| Nov. 2-Nov. 21, 1957.
Nov. 13-Dee, 3, 1957...__| Nov. 22-Dee. 11, 1957,
Dec, 4-Dec. 24, 1957_.__.| Dee, 12-Dec. 31, 1957,
Dee, 25 1957-Jan. 14, Jan. 1-Jan, 20, 1958,
1958,

Jan. 21-Feb. 9, 1958,
Feb, 10-Mar. 1, 1958.
Mar. 2-Mar. 21, 1058,
Mar. 22-Apr. 10, 1958,
Apr. 11-Apr, 30, 1958,
May 1-May 31, 1958,

Jan. 15-Feb, 4, 1958 ____
Feb. 5-Feb, 25, 1958. .. ..
Feb, 26-Mar, 18, 1958 ...
Mar. 19-Apr. 8, 1958 ____
Apr. 9-Apr. 20, 1968 ___
Apr. 30-May 31, 1958....

! Area I: Arizons, California, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington. -

2 Area II: Minnesota, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota (also Superior, Wisconsin).

* Ares 111 Colorado, Illinois, lows, Kansas, Missourl, Nebrasks, Wyoming, Wisconsin (except Superior).

« Area [V: Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Indiana, Kentueky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, New Hampshire, New Jorsey, New Mexico, New York, Ohlo, Oklahoma, Pennsylvanis, Rhode Island,

Texas, Vermont, Virginla, West Virginia,

* Area Vi Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippl, North Carolina, South Caroling, Tennessce,

(b) Warehouse receipts and the soy-
beans represented thereby stored in ap-
proved warehouses operated by Eastern
common carriers may be subject to liens
for warehouse elevation (receiving and
delivering) and storage charges from the
date of deposit at rates approved by the
Interstate Commerce Commission.
There shall be deducted in computing
the amount of the loan or purchase price,
the amount of the approved tariff rate
for storage (not including elevation),
which will accumulate from the date of
deposit through May 31, 1958, unless
written evidence has been submitted
with the warehouse receipt that the
storage charges have been prepaid. The
county office shall request the CSS com-
modity office to determine the amount
of such charges. Where the producer
presents evidence showing that elevation
charges have been prepaid, the amount
of the storage charges to be deducted
shall be reduced by the amount of
the elevation charges prepaid by the
producer.

§ 421.2635 Inspection of soybeans un-
der purchase agreement—(a) Predeliv-
ery inspection. Where the producer has
given written notice within the 30-day
period prior to the loan maturity date
of his intent to sell his soybeans stored
in other than an approved warehouse
under purchase agreement to CCC, the
county office shall make an inspection
of the soybeans and obtain a sample of
the soybeans and submit it for grade
analysis within the 30-day period, or as
soon as possible thereafter but prior to
delivery of the soybeans. If the soy-
beans, on the basis of the predelivery
inspection, are of a quality which meets
the requirements for a farm-storage
loan, the county office shall issue delivery
instructions on or after the final date of
the 30-day period or the date of inspec-
tion, whichever is later. The producer
must then complete delivery within a
15-day period immediately following the
date the county office issues delivery in-
structions, unless the county office deter-
mines that more time is needed for
delivery. The producer whose soybeans
are stored in other than an approved

warehouse and whose soybeans are not

of a quality eligible for a loan at the time
of the predelivery inspection, shall be
notified in writing by the county office
that his soybeans are not eligible for
purchase by CCC. If, nevertheless, the
producer informs the county office that
he will condition the soybeans, or other-
wise take action to make the soybeans
eligible and insists upon delivery of the
soybeans, the county office shall issue
delivery instructions. The producer
shail be further informed that if such
soybeans, upon delivery and before pur-
chase, do not meet the eligibility require-
ments of § 421.2628 (¢) (1) and (2) as
determined on the basis of a sample
taken at the time of delivery, the soy-
beans shall not be accepted for purchase
by CCC. A predelivery inspection shall
not be made on soybeans stored com-
mingled in warehouses not approved for
storage or on soybeans in an unapproved
warehouse which are stored so that the
identity of the producer’s soybeans is
maintained but a predelivery inspection
is not possible.
spection is not made, such soybeans at
the time of delivery must meet the eligi-
bility requirements of § 421.2628 (¢) (1)
and (2).

(b) Inspection of soybeans stored by
producer after maturity date. The pro-
ducer may be required to retain the
soybeans stored in other than approved
warehouse storage under purchase agree-
ment for a period of 60 days after the
loan maturity date without any cost to
CCC. CCC will not assume any loss in
quantity or quality of the soybeans cov-
ered by a purchase agreement occurring
prior to delivery to CCC, except for qual-
ity deterioration under the following
circumstances. If a producer has prop-
erly requested delivery instructions for
soybeans which were determined to be
of an eligible grade and quality at the
time of the predelivery inspection, and
CCC cannot accept delivery within the
60-day period following the loan matur-
ity date, the producer may notify the
county office at any time after such 60-
day period that the soybeans are going
out of condition or are in danger of
going out of condition, Such notice must

When a predelivery in- ,

be confirmed in writing. If the county
office determines that the soybeans are
going out of condition or are in danger
of going out of condition and that the
soybeans cannot be satisfactorily con-
ditioned by the producer, and delivery
cannot be accepted within a reasonahle
length of time, the county office shall
obtain an inspection and grade and
quality determination. When delivery
is completed, settlement shall be made
on the basis of such grade and quality
determination or on the basis of the
grade and quality determination made
at the time of delivery, whichever is
higher, and on the basis of the quantity
actually delivered.

§ 421.2636  Setilement—(a) Settle~
ment value—(1) Farm-storage loans.
In the case of eligible soybeans delivered
to CCC from farm-storage under the loan
program, settlement shall be made at
the applicable support rate for the county
in which soybeans were produced. The
support rate shall be for the grade and
quality of the total quantity of soybeans
eligible for delivery. If, upon delivery,
the soybeans under farm-storage loan
are of a grade or quality for which no
support rate has been- established, the
settlement value shall be computed at
the basic support rate adjusted for pre-
miums and discounts, if any, applicable
to the grade and quality of the soybeans
placed under loan, less the difference,
if any, at the time of delivery, between
the market price for the grade and qual-
ity placed under the loan and the market
price of the soybeans delivered, as deter-
mined by CCC: Provided, however, That
if such soybeans are sold by CCC in order
to determine their market price, the set-
tlement value shall not be less than such
sales price: And provided further, That
if, upon delivery, the soybeans contain
mercurial compounds or other substances
poisonous to man or animals, such soy-
beans shall be sold for seed (in accord-
ance with applicable State seed laws and
regulations), fuel, or industrial uses
where the end product will not be con-
sumed by man or animals, and the set«
tlement value shall be the same as the
sales price: Provided jurther, That if
CCC is unable to'sell such soybeans for
the use specified above, the settlement
value shall be the market value, if any,
as determined by CCC, as of the date of
delivery.

(2) Warehouse-storage loans. Settle-
ment for eligible soybeans under ware-
house-storage loans not redeemed oD
maturity and represented by warehouse
receipts issued by an approved ware-
house shall be made on the basis of the
weight, grade, and other quality factors
shown on the warehouse receipts OF
accompanying documents at, the appli-
cable support rate for the county in
which the soybeans were produced.

(3) Purchase agreements—(i) De-
livery from farm-storage. Settlement
for soybeans delivered to CCC from
farm-storage meeting the eligibility ré-
quirements of § 421.2628 (¢) (1) and (2),
as determined by a reinspection at the
time of delivery, shall be made at the
applicable support rate for the grade
and quality of the quantity ellgible_for
delivery on the basis of such inspectiol
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such support rate shall be the rate for
the county in which the soybeans were
produced. If soybeans which were de-
termined to be eligible at the time of the
pre-delivery inspection are, upon de-
livery, of a grade or quality for which
no suppert rate has been established,
the settlement value shall be computed
at the support rate established for the
grade and quality of the eligible soy-
beans as determined at the time of the
pre-delivery inspection, less the differ-
ence, if any, at the time of delivery be-
tween the market price for the grade and
quality of the soybeans, determined by
the predelivery inspection and the mar-
ket price of the soybeans delivered, as
determined by CCC: Provided, however,
That if such soybeans are sold by CCC
in order to determine their market price
and settlement valué shall not be less
than such sales price: And provided fur-
ther, That if, upon delivery, the soybeans
contain mercurial compounds or other
substances poisonous to man or animals,
such soybeans shall be sold for seed (in
accordance with applicable State seed
laws and regulations), fuel, or industrial
uses where the end product will not be
consumed by man or animals, and the
settlement value shall be the same as the
sales price: Provided further, That if
CCC is unable to sell such soybeans for
the use specified above, the settlement
value shall be the market value, if any,
as determined, by CCC, as of the date of
delivery.

(ii) Delivery from approved ware-
house-storage. In the case of eligible
soybeans stored commingled in an ap-
proved warehouse, the producer must,
not later than the day following the loan
maturity date, or during such period of
time thereafter as may be specified by the
county committee, submit to the office of
the county committee warehouse receipts
under which the warehouseman guaran-
tees quality and quantity for the quantity
of soybeans he elects to sell to CCC.
Settlement for eligible soybeans de-
livered under purchase agreement to CCC
by submission of warehouse receipts
issued by an -approved warehouse shall
be made on the basis of the weight, grade,
and other quality factors shown on the
warehouse receipt or accompanying
documents at the applicable support rate
for the county in which the soybeans
Wwere produced.

(ili) Delivery from unapproved ware-
house-storage. Where the producer has
broperly given the county office written
DNotice of his intent to sell to CCC soy-
beans in a warehouse not approved for
Storage which are stored commingled,
or which are stored so that the identity
of the producer’s soybeans is maintained
but a pre-delivery inspection is not pos-
sible, the county office will issue instruc-
tions on or after the loan maturity date
for delivery of the soybeans. Settle-
ment for such soybeans delivered to CCC
\:‘hxch meet the eligibility requirements of
§421.2628 (¢) (1) and (2) shall be made
at the applicable support rate for the
grade and quantity eligible for delivery.
Such support rate shall be the support
rate for the county in which the soy-
beans were produced. If a pre-delivery
inspection of the producer’s soybeans can

Made, the provisions of § 421.2635 (a)
shall apply and settlement will be the
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same as for soybeans delivered under a
purchase agreement from farm-storage
as provided in subdivision (i) of this
subparagraph.

(iv) Soybeans ineligible for delivery
inadvertently accepted by CCC. The
settlement provisions hereof shall apply
to the following categories of soybeans
ineligible for delivery which are inad-
vertently accepted by CCC and which
CCC determines that it is not in a posi-
tion to reject: (1) Soybeans which were
of an ineligible grade or quality both at
the time of the predelivery inspection
and at the time of delivery as redeter-
mined by a reinspection; (2) soybeans of
an ineligible grade or quality which are
delivered to CCC in excess of the maxi-
mum quantity stated in the “purchase
agreement; and (3) soybeans in other
than approved warehouse storage on
which a predelivery inspection was not
performed, and which at the time of de-
livery do not meet the eligibility require~
ments of §421.2628 (¢) (1) and (2).
The settlement value shall be the market
price for the grade, quality, and quantity
of such ineligible soybeans delivered as
determined by CCC: Provided, however,
That if such soybeans are sold by CCC
in order to determine their market price,
the settlement value shall noet be less
than the sales price: 4And provided fur-
ther, That if upon delivery the soybeans
contain mercurial compounds or other
substances poisonous to man or animals,
such soybeans shall be sold for seed (in
accordance with applicable State seed
laws and regulations), fuel, or industrial
uses where the end product will not be
consumed by man or animals, and the
settlement value shall be the same as the
sales price: Provided further, That if
CCC is unable to sell such soybeans for
the uses specified above, the settlement
value shall be the market value, if any,
as determined by CCC, as of the date of
delivery. If soybeans delivered are of
an eligible grade and quality but are in
excess of the maximum quantity stated
in the purchase agreement and such soy-
beans are inadvertently accepted by CCC,
the settlement value shall be the sales
price if the soybeans are immediately
sold. If the soybeans are not immedi-
ately sold, the settlement value shall be
the applicable support rate or the mar-
ket price, as determined by CCC, which-
ever is lower.

(b) Storage deduction for early de-
livery. No deduction for storage shall be
made for farm-stored soybeans under
loan or purchase agreement authorized
to be delivered to CCC prior to the loan
maturity date except where it is neces-
sary to call the loan through fault or
negligence on the part of the producer
or where the producer reguests early de-
livery and the county commitiee ap-
proves the early delivery and determines
such early delivery is solely for the con-
venience of the producer. The deduc-
tion for storage shall be made in accord-
ance with the schedule of deductions for
warehouse charges in § 421.2634.

(¢) Refund of prepaid handling
charges. In case a warehouseman
charges the producer for the receiving or
the receiving and loading out charges on
soybeans under loan or purchase agree-
ment stored in a warehouse under the
Uniform Grain Storage Agreement, the
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producer shall, upon delivery of the soy-
beans to CCC, be reimbursed or given
credit by the county office for such pre-
paid charges in an amount not to exceed
the charges authorized under the Uni-
form Grain Storage Agreement provided
the producer furnishes to the county of-
fice written evidence signed by the ware-
houseman that such charges have been
paid.

(d) Storage payment where. CCC is
unable to take delivery of soybeans stored
in other than an approved warehouse
under loan or purchase agreement. The
producer may be required to retain soy-
beans stored in other than an approved
warehouse under loan or purchase agree-
ment for a period of 60 days after the
maturity date without any cost to CCC.
However, if CCC is unable to take de-
livery of such soybeans within the 60-day
period after maturity, the producer shall
be paid a storage payment upon delivery
of the soybeans to CCC: Provided, how-
ever, That a storage payment shall be
paid a producer whose soybeans are
stored in other than an approved ware-
house under purchase agreement only if
he has properly given notice of his in-
tention to sell the soybeans to CCC and
delivery cannot be accepted within the
60-day period after maturity. The pe-
riod for earning such storage payment
shall begin the day following the expira-
tion of the 60-day period after the ma-
turity date and extend through the final
date of delivery, or the final date for
delivery as specified in the delivery in-
structions issued to the producer by the
county office, whichever is earlier. The
storage payment shall be computed at
the following rates per bushel per day
for the soybeans accepted for delivery or
sale to CCC:

Area I, $0.00043; Area IT, $0.00045; Area IIT,
$0.00046; Area IV, $0.00047; Area V, $0.00049,

{e) Track-loading payment. A track-
loading payment of 3 cents per bushel
shall be made to the producer on soy-
beans delivered to CCC on track at a
country point.

(f) Compensation for hauling. If the
producer is directed by the county office
to deliver his soybeans to a point other
than his customary shipping point, he
shall be allowed compensation (as deter-
mined by CCC at not to exceed the com-
mon carrier truck rate or the rate avail-
able from local truckers) for the addi-
tional cost of hauling the soybeans
any distance greater than the distance
from the point where the soybeans are
stored by the producer to the customary
shipping point,

(g) Method of payment under pur=
chase agreement settlements. When de-
livery of soybeans under purchase agree-~
ments is completed, payment will be
made by sight draft drawn on CCC by
the county office. The producer shall
direct on Commodity Purchase Form 4
to whom payment of the proceeds shall
be made.

Issued this 26th day of April 1957.

[SEAL] WALTER C, BERGER,
Executive Vice President,

Commodity Credit Corporation.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3552; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:64a.m.}
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TITLE 5—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter |—Civil Service Commission

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FrROM COMPETITIVE
SERVICE

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Effective upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, paragraph (b) (2) of
§ 6.111 is revoked and paragraph (a) (7)
is added as set out below,

§ 6.111 Department of Agricullure—
(a) General. * * *

(7) Not to exceed eight temporary
positions whose incumbents serve as
fleld representatives of the Department
of Agriculture and in this capacity rep-
resent the Department’s Disaster Com-
mittee in conducting surveys and ap-
praisals of condifions in areas whose
status as “major disaster” areas under
Public Law 875, Eighty-first Congress,
is under consideration. Employment
under this authority shall be limited to
one year: Provided, That such employ=-
ment may, with the prior approval of the
Commission, be extended for not to ex-
ceed one addition year.

(R. S. 1758, sec. 2, 22 Stat, 403; 5 U, S, C. 631,
633)
UNITED STATES CIvVIL SERV-

ICE COMMISSION,

Wwm. C. HuLr,

Ezxecutive Assistant.

[F. R. Doc. 57-8555; Filed, Apr. 30 1957;
_ 8:54a.m.)

[SEAL]

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FrROM COMPETITIVE
SERVICE \

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR
AERONAUTICS :

Effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, paragraph (a) of § 6.147
is amended as set out below.

§ 6.147 Nalional Advisory Commitiee
for Aeronautics. (a) Six alien scientists
having special qualifications in the field
of aeronautical research where such em-
ployment is deemed by the Chairman of
the National Advisory Committee for
Aeronautics to be necessary in the public
interest.

(R. S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. S. C.
631, 633)
UNITED STATES C1viL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
Wwm. C. HuLr,
Ezecutive Assistant.

[F. R. Doc. 57-8538; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:51 a, m.]

[sEAL]

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FrROM COMPETITIVE
SERVICE

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT

Effective upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, paragraph (b) (6) is
added to § 6.309 as set out below.

§ 6.309 Post Office Department. * * *

(b) Bureau of Facilities. * * *

(6) One Special Assistant to the
Assistant Postmaster General.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(R. 8. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403;"5 U. S. C.
631, 633)
UNITED STATES C1VIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION, y
Wwm. C. HuLL,
Executive Assistant.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3527; Filed, Apr. 30, 1857;
8:49 a. m.]

[SEAL]

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FrROM COMPETITIVE
SERVICE

OFFICE OF DEFENSE MOBILIZATION

Effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, paragraph (a) of § 6.321
is amended as set out below.

§ 6.321 Office of Defense Mobilization.
(a) Six Assistant Directors.
(R. S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. 8. C.
631, 633)
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV~

ICE COMMISSION,
Wwm. C. HuLL,

Ezxecutive Assistant.

[F. R. Doc, 57-3537; Filed, Apr. 30, 19857;
8:51 a. m.]

[SEAL]

PART 30-—ANNUAL AND SICK LEAVE
REGULATIONS

APPENDIX A—LIST OF OFFICERS EXCLUDED
FroM COVERAGE PURSUANT TO SECTION
202 (¢) (1) (C) oF THE ANNUAL SICK
LEAVE AcT OF 1951, AS AMENDED

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
‘WELFARE

Effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, the following position is
added to Appendix A.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARE

1, Commissioner of Education,
(Sec. 2086, 65 Stat. 681; 5 U. S. C. 2065. Inter-
prets or applies sec. 202, 65 Stat. 679, as

amended; 5 U. 8. C. 2061. E. O. 10540, 19
F. R, 3983, 3 CFR, 1954 Supp.)

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
Wwnm. C. HuLL,
Ezecutive Assistant.

[F. R. Doc. 57-8554; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:54 a. m.|

[SEAL]

TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements and
Orders), Department of Agriculture

[Docket No. AO-184-A15]

PART 978—MILK IN NASHVILLE, TENN.,
MARKETING AREA

ORDER AMENDING ORDER, AS AMENDED,
REGULATING HANDLING

§ 978.0 Findings and determinations,
The findings and determinations here-
inafter set forth are supplementary and
in addition to the findings and deter-
minations previously made in connection

with the issuance of the aforesaid order
and of each of the previously issued
amendments thereto; and all of said
previous findings and determinations
are hereby ratified and affirmed, except
insofar as such findings and determina-
tions may be in conflict with the findings
and determinations set forth herein.

(a) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U. 8. C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure, as
amended, governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marketing
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear-
ing was held upon a proposed marketing
agreement and certain proposed amend-
ments to the order, as amended, regu-
lating the handling of milk in the
Nashville, Tennessee, marketing area.
Upon the basis of the evidence intro-
duced at such hearing and the record
thereof, it is found that:

(1) The said order, as amended, and
as hereby further amended, and all of
the terms and conditions of said order,
as amended, and as hereby further
amended, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act;

(2) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the
act are not reasonable in view of the
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds,
and other economic conditions which
affect market supply and demand for
milk in the marketing area, and the
minimum prices specified in the order, as
amended, and as hereby further
amended, are such prices as will reflect
the aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient
quantity of pure and wholesome milk,
and be in the public interest ; and

(3) The said order, as amended, and
as hereby further amended, regulates
the handling of milk in the same manner
as, and is applicable only to persons in
the respective classes of industrial and
commercial activity specified in, a mar-
keting agreement upon which hearings
have been held.

(b) Additional findings. It is hereby
found and determined that good cause
exists for making this order amending
the order, as amended, effective May 1,
1957. Such action is necessary in the
public interest in order to reflect cur-
rent marketing condifions and to insure
the production of an adequate supply of
milk for the Nashville marketing area.
Any delay beyond May 1 in the effective
date of this order will tend to affect ad-
versely the production of an adequafe
supply of milk for the Nashville market-
ing area.

The changes effected by this order
amending the order, as amended, do not
require of persons affected substantial or
extensive changes prior to the effective
date. The provisions of the said order
are well known to handlers, the public
hearing having- been held on March 21
and 22, 1957, the recommended decisioll
having been issued on April 18, 1957 (22
F. R. 2780), and the final decision hav-
ing been issued. Therefore, reasonable
time, under the circumstances, has been
afforded persons affected to prepare for
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its effective date and it would be con-
trary to the public interest to delay the
effective date of this amendment for 30
days after its publication in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

In view of the foregoing, it is hereby
found that good cause exists for making
this order amending the order, as amend-
ed, effective May 1, 1957 (section 4 (c¢),
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U. 8. C.
1003 (¢) ).

(¢) Determinations. It is hereby de-
termined that handlers (excluding coop-
erative associations of producers who are
not engaged in processing, distributing
or shipping milk ‘covered by this order
amending the order, as amended) of
more than 50 percent of the volume of
milk covered by this order amending the
order, as amended; which is marketed
within the said marketing area, refused
or failed to sign the proposed marketing
agreement regulating the handling of
milk in the said marketing area, and it
is hereby further determined that:

1. The refusal or failure of such han-
dlers to sign said marketing agreement
tends to prevent the effectuation of the
declared policy of the act;

2. This issuance of this order amend-
ing the order, as amended, is the only
practical means, pursuant to the de-
clared policy of the act, of advancing the
interests of producers of milk which is
produced for sale in the said marketing
area; and

3. The issuance of this order amend-
ing the order, as amended, is approved
or favored by at least two-thirds of the
producers who, during the representative
period (February 1957), were engaged in
the production of milk for sale in the
said marketing area.

Order relative to handling. It isthere-
fore ordered, that on and after the ef-
fective date hereof the handling of milk
in the Nashville, Tennessee, marketing
area shall be in conformity to and in
compliance with the terms and condi-
tions of the aforesaid order as amended,
and as hereby further amended, and the
aforesaid order as amended, is hereby
further amended as follows: P

1; Delete the proviso as it appears in
§978.11 and insert a new proviso as
follows: “Provided, That if such milk
is diverted for his account by a handler
from a fluid milk plant to any other
milk plant any day during the month,
the milk so diverted shall be deemed to
have been received by the diverting han-
dler at a fluid milk plant at the location
of the plant from which it was diverted.”

2. Add a new § 978.34 as follows:

§978.34 Reports to cooperative asso-
iations, On or before the 15th day
after the end of each delivery period, the
market administrator shall report to
each cooperaftive association, as de-
scribed in § 978.86 (b), upon request by
such association, the percentage of milk
caused to be delivered by such association
Jor by its members which was used in each
class by each handler receiving any such
milk. For the purpose of this report,
any milk so received shall be prorated to
each class in the proportion that the
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total receipts of milk from producers of
such handler are used in such class.

3. In § 978.41 (b) (4) and in the pro=-
viso thereof, delete “3 percent” and sub~
stitute therefor ‘2 percent”.

4. Delete the proviso as it is in § 978.43
(a) and substitute therefor the following
proviso: “Provided, That skim milk or
butterfat so assigned to Class II milk for
any month shall be limited to the
amount thereof remaining in Class II
milk in the fluid milk plant(s) of the
transferee for such month after the com-
putations pursuant to § 978.45 (a) (1),
(2) and (3), and the corresponding steps
of §978.45 (b), and any additional
amounts of such skim milk or butterfat
shall be assigned fo Class I milk.”

5. In § 978.51 (a) (2), delete the period
and substitute therefor a colon and add
the following: “Provided, That any sub-
traction or addition shall be limited to:
20 cents during the months of May
through July 1957; 34 cents during the
months of August through November
1957; and 50 cents during December
1957, and any month thereafter.”

6. Delete § 978.60 and substitute there-
for the following:

§978.60 Computation of daily aver-
age base for each producer. Subject to
the rules set forth in § 978.61, the daily
average base for each producer shall be
an amount calculated by dividing the
total pounds of producer milk received
from such producer at all fluid milk
plants during the months of September
through January immediately preceding
by 153: Provided, That the base of a pro-
ducer, who delivers milk during August
and whose deliveries are temporarily dis-
continued during the bhase-forming pe-
riod, shall be determined by dividing by
the number of days for which deliveries
are made or by 138, whichever is higher.

7. Delete § 978.62 and substitute there-
for the following:

§ 978.62 Announcement of established
bases. On or before February 25 of each
year, the market administrator shall
notify each producer and the handler
receiving milk from such producer of
the daily average base established by
such producer.

8. In § 978.72, delete the language pre-
ceding paragraph (a) and substitute
therefor the following:

§ 978.72 Computation of the uniform
price for base milk and for excess milk
for handlers. For each of the months of
February through July, the market ad-
ministrator shall compute for each
handler, with respect to his producer
milk, a uniform price for base milk and
for excess milk as follows:

(Sec. 5, 49 Stat. 7563, as amended; 7 U. S, C.
608¢c)

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 26th
day of April 1957.

[SEAL] TRUE D. MORSE,

Acting Secretary.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3549; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957T;
8:53 a. m.]
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TITLE 21—FOOD AND DRUGS

Chapter |—Food and Drug Admin-
istration, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare

Subchapter B—Food and Food Products

PArT 120—TOLERANCES AND EXEMPTIONS
FRroM TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE CHEM~
ICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRICULTURAL
COMMODITIES

TOLERANCE FOR RESIDUES OF ETHYLENE
OXIDE IN OR ON COPRA

No objections having been filed to the
proposal published in the FEDERAL REG~
ISTER on March 12, 1957 (22 F. R. 1590)
that a tolerance of 50 parts per million
be "established for residues of ethylene
oxide when that pesticide chemical is
used as a fumigant in or on raw agric-
cultural commodity copra, and no re-
quest having been received for referral
of the proposal to an advisory commit-
tee: It is ordered, Pursuant to the au-
thority vested in the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare by the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408
(b), (e), 68 Stat. 511, 514; 21 U. S. C.
346a (b), (e)) and delegated to the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21
CFR 120.29 (a)), That the regulations
for tolerances for pesticide chemicals in
or on raw agricultural commodities (21
CFR 120.151; 22 F. R. 931) be amended
by changing § 120.151 to read as follows:

§ 120.151 Tolerances for residues of
ethylene oxide. A tolerance of 50 parts
per million is established for residues
of ethylene oxide in or on each of the fol-
lowing raw agricultural commodities:
Copra, whole spices.

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may, at
any time prior to the thirtieth day from
the effective date thereof, file with the
Hearing Clerk, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare, Room 5440, 330
Independence Avenue SW., Washington
25, D. C., written objections thereto.
Objections shall show wherein the per-
son filing will be adversely affected by
this order, specify with particularity the
provisions of the order deemed objec~
tionable, and reasonable grounds for the
objections, and request a public hearing
upon the objections. Objections may be
accompanied by a memorandum or brief
in support thereof. All documents shall
be filed in quintuplicate.

Effective date. This order shall be
effective upon publication in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

(Sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as amended; 21

U. S. C. 871. Interprets or applies sec. 408,
68 Stat. 511; 21 U. S. C. 346a)

Dated: April 24, 1957.

[SEAL] GEO. P. LARRICK,
Commissioner of Food and Drugs.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3526; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:48a.m.]
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TITLE 32A—NATIONAL DEFENSE,
APPENDIX

Chapter |I—Office of Defense
Mobilization

[Defense Mobilization Order VII-6, Supp. 16]
DMO VII-6, Surp. 16—EXPANSION GOALS
TRANSFER OF GOALS

1. Defense Mobilization Order VII-6,
dated December 3, 1953 (18 F. R. 7876)
is supplemented as follows:

The following expansion goals are
hereby transferred from List III, Open
to List I, Closed:

Goal No., Title, and Delegate Agency

64, Mercury, Interior.

76, Steam Boilers, Commerce.

226, Oll and Gas Pipelines and Petroleum
Storage Facllities (Specific Defense Pro-
grams), Interior.

2. This supplement shall be effective
on April 25, 1957.
OFFICE OF DEFENSE
MOBILIZATION,
GORDON GRAY,
Director.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3518; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:47a.m.)

TITLE 33—NAVIGATION AND
NAVIGABLE WATERS

Chapter Il—Corps of Engineers,
Department of the Army

PART 202—ANCHORAGE REGULATIONS
PART 203—BRIDGE REGULATIONS

JOHNSONS RIVER, CONNECTICUT, AND BAYOU
TECHE, LOUISIANA

1. Pursuant to the provisions of section
7 of the River and Harbor Act of March
4, 1915 (38 Stat. 1053; 33 U. S. C. 471),
§ 202.148 is hereby prescribed designating
a general anchorage area in Johnsons
River at Bridgeport, Connecticut, as
follows:

§ 202.148 Johnsons River at Bridge-
port, Conn.—(a) The anchorage grounds.
In Johnsons River, beginning at a point
“A” Jlatitude 41°10’12.3"", longitude
73°09°50.2""; thence westerly to a point
*B” latit,ude 41°10’12.3’, longitude
73°09’52.1’"; thence southwesterly to
point “C” latitude 41°10°10”’, longitude
73°09’54.9"; thence south southwesterly
to point “D" latitude 41°10'05"’, longitude
73°09°56.1’"; thence southeasterly to
point “E" latitude 41°10°04’, longitude
73°09’55.9'’; thence northeasterly to
point “F" latitude 41°10°05’’, longitude
73°09'54.5""; thence northerly to point
“G” latitude 41°10'05.8’’, longitude
73°09'54.5"’; thence northeasterly to the
point of begmmng

(b) The regulations. The anchorage
is for use by commercial and pleasure
craft. Temporary floats or buoys for
marking anchors or moorings will be
allowed. The anchoring of vessels and
placing of temporary anchors or mooring
piles are under the jurisdiction of the
local harbor master. Fixed mooring piles
or stakes will not be allowed.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

[Regs.,, April 11, 1957, 800.212 (Johnsons
River, Conn.)—ENGWO] (Sec. 7, 38 Stat.
1053; 33 U. 8. C. 471)

2. Federal Register Document 57-3133,
appearing at 22 F. R. 2734, April 19,
1957, is corrected by changing so much
of § 203.245 (j) (7) as reads “40 hours’
advance notice required,” to read “48
hours’' advance notice required.”

[SEAL] HERBERT M. JONES,

Major General, U. S. Army,
The Adjutant General.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3506; Filled, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:45 a. m.]

TITLE 39—POSTAL SERVICE

Chapter |—Post Office Department

PAaRT 17—CONDITIONS APPLICABLE TO
PARCELS ADDRESSED TO CERTAIN MILI-
TARY POST OFFICES OVERSEAS

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS

Chapter I of Title 39 is hereby
amended as follows:

In § 17.1 Conditions applicable to par-
cels addressed to certain military post
offices overseas make the following
changes in the table:

1. Opposite the following APO num-
bers, and under the column heading
“Weight Restricted to 50 Pounds,” in-
sert a footnote 5 to accompany the X
shown thereat: 22, 120, 124, 125, 126, 127,
129, 133, 147, 167, 179, 186, 190, 192, 193,
194, 195, 186, 197, 198, 199, 202, 210, 212,
214, 218, 232, 233, 237, 238, 240, 241, 242,
243, and 755.

2. Opposite APO 378 and under
“Weight Restricted to 50 Pounds” insert
X

3. Insert in proper numerical order
the following APO numbers, with their
accompanying data:

4. Footnote 6 is added to read as
follows:

“ Parcels may not contain firearms of any
type.
(R. S. 161, 396, as amended, 398, as amended;
5U. S.C. 22, 369, 372)

PART 55—CERTIFICATES OF MAILING

a. Section 55.4 Additional certificates
after mailing is amended to read as
follows:

§ 554 Additional certificates ajter
mailing. To obtain an additional certifi-
cate after mailing the sender must pre~
sent the original certificate and an
additional certificate endorsed “dupli-
cate” or *“copy” showing the original
dates of mailing. The additional certifi-
cate will be postmarked to show the
current date.

b. Section 55.5 Payment and certifica-
tion is amended to read as follows:

§55.5 Payment and -certification.
Mailers must fix uncanceled stamps or
meter stamps to cover the fee for certifi-
cates of mailing. The stamps will be
canceled by the postmark of the mailing

office. Signatures or initials of accepting
employees are not required on Form 3817,
The postmark shows the genuineness of
the certificate. The employees who
check the mailings and postmark the
stamps will initial the certificates issued
on firm mailing bills or on special ap-
proved forms. Form 3606 for bulk mail-
ings will be certified by the postmaster,

(R. S. 161, 396, as amended; 5 U. 8. C. 22, 369)

PART 62—NON-POSTAL STAMPS AND BoONDS

In § 62.4 United States savings bonds
make the following changes:

1. Amend the last sentence of para-
graph (d) to read as follows: “If the
bond is returned after the month of
issue, or if the error was not the fault of
the postmaster, he will give a receipt for
it and submit it for reissue.”

2. Rescind paragraph (e); and re-
designate paragraph (f) as paragraph
(e).

(R. S. 161, 396, as amended; 5 U, S. C. 22, 369)

PART 63—POSTAL SAVINGS

a. Section 63.3 Deposits is amended to
read as follows:

§63.3 Deposits—(a) Amouni. De-
posits must be made in multiples of $5,

(b) Evidence of deposit—(1) Issuance
of certificates. Nontransferable and
nonnegotiable certificates of deposit, in
fixed denominations of $5, $10, $20, $50,
$100, $200, $500, $1,000, and $2,500, are
issued as evidence of deposits. Certifi-
cates are delivered to depositors when
issued, and postmasters are not author-
ized to accept them after issue for safe-
keeping.

(2) Correction of errors. If an error
is found in a certificate after issue, the
depositor should advise the issuing post-
master. The postmaster will give the
depositor a receipt for the certificate,
and submit the certificate for correction.

(3) Replacement. A depositor should
advise the postmaster at the office where
his account is held when any of his cer-
tificates are lost, stolen, destroyed, or
improperly withheld. The postmaster
will furnish the depositor with a POD
Form PS 607, Depositor’s Application for
New Postal Savings Certificates. If ap-
proved, new certificates showing the
same information as the originals, but
marked “Reissued,” will be issued. If 8
certificate is found after it has been re-
issued, it must be given to the depository
postmaster.

b. In § 63.5 Interest amend paragraph
(a) to read as follows:

- (a) Rate. Interest is payable at 2
percent per year.

c. In § 63.6 Withdrawals amend pala'
graph (e) by changing “Form PS 315" to
“POD Form PS 315, Depositor’s Applica-
tion to Withdraw Principal and Interest
by Mail.”

(R. 8. 161, 396, as amended; secs. 6, 7, 8, 30
Stat. 815, 816, as amended; 5 U. S. C. 22, 369
39 U. S. C. 756, 757, 758)

(sEAL] ABE MCGREGOR GOFTF,
General Counsel.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3512; Filed, Apr, 30, 1957
8:46 a. m.]
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PaRT 37—PREPAYMENT AND REFUNDS
PART 47—FORWARDING MAIL
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS

The proposed amendments to Parts 37
and 47 respecting postage refunds and
forwarding postage, respectively, pub-
lished at page 1724 of the March 16, 1957,
issue of the FEDERAL REGISTER (22 F. R.
1724) are hereby adopted as regulations
of the Post Office Department, without
change.

[sEAL] ABE MCGREGOR GOFF,

General Counsel.

1. Section 37.2 Refunds is amended to
read as follows:

§37.2 Refunds—(a) Conditions that
justifjy refund. (1) When postage or
special service fees have been paid on
mail for which no service is rendered, or
collected in excess of the lawful rate, a
refund may be made.

(2) The Postal Service is considered to
be at fault and “no service is rendered”
in cases involving returned articles im-
properly accepted in both domestic and
international services because of excess
size or weight.

(3) The responsibility for proper en-
closing, packing, and sealing of inter-
national mail rests with the sender, and
no liability for returned articles will be
assumed for defects not observed at the
time of mailing.

(4) Mailers who customarily weigh
and rate their mail are expected to be
familiar with basic requirements-and
the Postal Service is not considered to
be at fault when these mailers are re-
quired to withdraw articles from the
mail prior to dispatch.

(5) See paragraphs (¢) (2) and (f)

of this section for special provisions for
refunding the postage value of unused
meter stamps.
(b) Application. Submit an applica-
tion on Form 3533 (Application and
Voucher for Refund of Postage and
Fees), in duplicate, to the postmaster
together with the envelope or wrapper,
or the portion thereof having names and
addresses of sender and addressee, can-
celed postage and postal markings, or
other evidence of payment of the
amount of postage and fees for which
refund is desired.

(¢) Amount of refund allowable.
Refund of 100 percent will be made:

(i) When the Postal Service is at
fault.

1) For the excess when postage or
fees have been overpaid the lawful rate.

(lii) When service to the country of
destination has been suspended.

(iv) When postage is fire-scarred
While in the custody of the Postal Serv-
iCe, including fire in letter box, and the
mail is returned to sender without
Service.

V) When special-delivery stamps are
erroneously used in payment of postage,
and the mail is returned to the sender
Without service.

i V) When fees are paid for special
el{very, special handling and certified
m811: and the article fails to receive the
;Iggial service for which the fee has been

No. 84—2

1

FEDERAL REGISTER

(vil) When surcharges are erroneously
collected on domesti¢ registered mail or
collected in excess of the proper amount,
or represented by stamps affixed to mat-
ter not actually accepted for registration.

(viii) For fees paid for return receipts
or for restricted delivery when the failure
to furnish return receipt or its equivalent,
or erroneous delivery, or nondelivery, is
due to fault or negligence of Postal
Service.

(ix) For annual bulk mailing fee when
no bulk mailings of third-class matter
are made during the year for which the
annual fee has been paid.

(x) When customs clearance and de-
livery fees are erroneously collected.

(xi) When fees are paid for registry
or insurance service on mail addressed
to a country to which such services are
not available, unless claim for indemnity
is made.

(2) Refund of 90 percent shall be
made:

(i) When it is determined that there
is no fault or negligence attributable to
the Postal Service.

(ii) When complete and legible un-
used meter stamps are submitted within
1 year from the dates appearing in the
stamps. See paragraph (f) of this
section.

(3) When mail is returned at the re-
quest of the sender or for a reason not
the fault of the Postal Service, any dif-
ference between the amount paid and the
appropriate domestic air or surface rate
chargeable from mailing office to inter-
ception point and return ‘will be
refunded.

(4) On articles prepaid at airmail
rates but actually transported by sur-
face means, the difference between the
postage computed at the airmail and sur-
face rates is refundable. The fact that
surface transportation was used must be
confirmed.

(5) One-half of an original second-
class application fee will be refunded if
the application is not approved. See
§ 22.3 (e) of this chapter.

(d) Unallowable refunds.
will be made:.

(1) For an application fee to use per-
mit imprints.

(2) For registered, insured, and
c. 0. d. fees after the mail has been
accepted by the post office even though
it is later withdrawn from the mailing
post office.

(e) Meters. The postage value of un-
used units set in a meter surrendered
to the post office to be checked out of
service may be refunded or, if desired, an
equivalent amount will be transferred
to another meter used by the same
license holder. If the meter is with-
drawn from service because of faulty
mechanical operation, a final postage ad-
justment or refund may be withheld
pending report of the meter manufac-
turer of the cause of faulty operation.
If the meter is damaged by fire, a re~
fund or transfer of postage will be made
only if the registers are legible, or can be
reconstructed by the meter manufac-
turer.

(f) Meter stamps—(1) What to sub-
mit. (i) Unused meter stamps that are
complete and legible accompanied by an

No refund
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application, in duplicate, on Form 3533
within 1 year from dates appearing in
the stamps, will be considered for re-
fund. Arrange the stamps so that all of
one denomination are together.

*(ii) If portion of stamp is printed on
one envelope or ¢ard and remaining por-
tion on another, fasten the two together
to show that the two portions represent
one stamp. \

(iii) Meter stamps printed on labels or
tapes which have not been stuck to
wrappers or envelopes must be submitted
loose.

(iv) Refunds are allowable for stamps
on metered reply envelopes only when
it is obvious that an incorrect amount of
postage was printed thereon.

(v) Submit separately with statement
of facts, envelopes or address portions of
wrappers on mail returned to sender
from the mailing office marked “No such
post office in State named,” “Returned
for better address,” or “Received without
contents,” indicating no effort to deliver
was made.

"(2) What not to submit. Do not sub=-
mit: .

(1) Meter reply envelopes or cards
paid at the proper rate of postage.

(ii) Meter stamps printed on labels or
tape which have been removed from
wrappers.

(iil) Meter stamps without the name
of the post office and State.

(iv) Meter stamps without the date
printed on tape. (See § 33.4 (f) of this
chapter.)

fy) Meter stamps printed on mail
which was dispatched from the mailing
post office in regular course and returned
to sender as undeliverable, including
nixies marked No such post office in State
named.

(vi) Meter stamps or mail addressed
for local delivery and returned to sender
after directory service was given or ef-
fort was made to deliver.

(R. 8. 161, 396, as amended; sec. 2, 33 Stat.
1091; 5 U, S. €. 22, 369, 39 U. S. C. 300)

2. In § 47.7T Guarantee to pay forward-
ing postage amend paragraph (b) to
read as follows:

(b) The sender may guarantee pay-
ment of forwarding postage on third- or
fourth~class mail by printing “Forward-
ing Postage Guaranteed’ below his return
address. On second~class mail the guar-
antee must be printed on the envelope
or wrapper or on one of the outside covers
of unwrapped copies and must be im-
mediately preceded by the sender’s name
and address, Mail bearing this pledge
is accepted with the understanding that
the sender will pay both the forwarding
and return postage if the mail is re-
turned as undeliverable from the post
office to which it is forwarded. Where
an addressee has unqualifiedly refused
to pay forwarding postage on other mail
of the same class, the mail will not be
forwarded even though it bears the
sender’s pledge guaranteeing forward-
ing postage, but it shall be treated the
same as if it bore sender’s pledge to pay
return postage.

(R. S. 161, 396, as amended; sec. 1, 64 Stat.

210; 5 U. S. C. 22, 369, 39 U. 8. C. 278a)

[F. R. Doc. 57-3513; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:46a.m.]

K
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TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS:
INTERIOR
Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior .
[Circular No. i977]
PART 192—O1L AND GAS LEASES
OFFER TO LEASE AND ISSUANCE OF LEASE

Paragraph (d) (2) of §19242 is
amended to read:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 19242 Offer to lease and issuance
of lease. > 2% .

(d) * @ -

(2) Where the land is surrounded by

-lands not available under the act.

(Sec. 32, 41 Stat. 450; 30 U. S. C. 189)
HATFIELD CHILSON,
Acting Secretary of the Interior.
APRIL 25, 1957.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3508; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:45a.m.]

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
[7 CFR Part 521

U. S. STANDARDS FOR GRADES OF FROZEN
PEAs?

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING

Notice is hereby given that the U. S.
Department of Agriculture is consider-
ing the revision of the United States
Standards for Grades of Frozen Peas
pursuant to the authority contained in
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946
(60 Stat. 1087 et. seq., as amended; 7
U. S. C. 1621 et seq.). This standard, if
made effective, will be the sixth issue by
the Department of grade standards for
this product. :

All persons who desire to submit data,
views or arguments for consideration in
connection with the proposed standards
should file the same with the Chief,
Processed Products Standardization and
Inspection Branch, Fruit and Vegetable
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service,
U. S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-
ington 25, D. C., not later than December
1, 1957.

The proposed standards are as follows:

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION, AND GRADES

Sec.
52.3511
52.3512

Pr&duct description.
Grades of frozen peas.

FACTORS OF QUALITY

Ascertaining the grades.

Acscertaining the rating for the fac-
tors which are scored.

Color.

Defects.

Maturity and tenderness.

52.3513
52.3514

52.3515
52.3516
52.3517

METHODS OF ANALYSIS
Methods of analysis.
LOT CERTIFICATION TOLERANCES

523519 Tolerances for certification of of-
ficially drawn samples,

52.3518

SCORE SHEET
52.3520 Score sheet for frozen peas.

AvrHOoRIiTy: §§ 523511 to 52.3520 issued
under sec. 205, 60 Stat. 1090, as amended; 7
U. 8. C. 1624.

! Compliance with these standards does not
excuse failure to comply with the provisions
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION, AND GRADES

§ 52.3511 Product description. “Fro-
zen peas” means the frozen product pre-
pared from the clean, sound succulent
seed of the common garden pea (Pisum
sativum) by shelling, washing, blanch-
ing, proper sorting, proper draining, and
which is frozen in accordance with good
commercial practice and maintained at
temperatures necessary for the preserva-
tion of the product.

§ 52.3512 Grades of frozen opeas.
(a) “U. S. Grade A" or “U. S. Fancy” is
the quality of frozen peas that possess
similar varietal characteristics; that
possess a good flavor; that possess a good
color; that are practically free from de-
fects; that are tender; and for those fac-
tors which are scored in accordance with
the scoring system outlined in this sub-
part the total score is not less than 90
points.

(b) “U. 8. Grade B” or “U. S. Extra
Standard” is the quality of frozen peas
that possess similar varietal character-
istics; that possess normal flavor; that
possess a reasonably good color; that are
reaonably free from defects; that are
reasonably tender; and for those factors
which are scored in accordance with the
scoring system outlined in this subpart
the total score is not less than 80 points;
Provided, That the frozen peas may pos-
sess a fairly good color if the total score
is not less than 80 points.

(¢c) “U. 8. Grade C” or “U, S. Stand-
ard” is the quality of frozen peas that
possess similar varietal characteristics;
that possess a normal flavor; that pos-
sess a fairly good color; that are fairly
free from defects; that are fairly tender:
and for those factors which are scored
in accordance with the scoring system
outlined in this subpart the total score
is not less than 70 points.

(d) “Substandard” is the quality of

frozen peas that fail to meet the require-

ments of U. S. Grade C or U. S. Standard.
FACTORS OF QUALITY

§ 52.3513 Ascertaining the grade—(a)
General. In addition to considering
other requirements outlined in the stand-
ards the following -quality factors are
evaluated:

(1) Factors not rated by score points.
(i) Varietal characteristics.

(ii) Flavor.

(2) Factors rated by score points. The
relative importance of each factor which
is scored is expressed numerically on the
scale of 100. The maximum number of
points that may be given such factors
are:

Factors: Points
Color .... - 20
Defects __.._ = 40
Tenderness and maturity._________ 40

oty seore. oo oS, 100

(b) “Good flavor” means that the
product has a good characteristic flavor
and odor for the maturity and is free
from objectional flavors and objection-
able odors of any kind.

(c) “Normal flavor” means that the
product may be lacking in good charac-
teristic flavor and odor but is free from
objectionable flavors and objectionable
odors of any kind.

§ 52.3514 Ascertaining the rating jor
the factors which are scored. The essen-
tial variations within each factor which
is scored are so described that the value
may be ascertained for each factor and
expressed numerically. The numerical
range within each factor which is scored
is inclusive. (For example, “36 to 40
points” means 36, 37, 38, 39, or 40 points),

§ 52.3515 Color—(a) (A) -classifica-
tion. Frozen peas that possess a good
color may be given a score of 18 to 20
points. “Good color” means that the
frozen peas possess a practically uni-
form good green color that is bright and
typical of young and tender peas of
similar varietal characteristics; and that
the product is practically free from
spotted peas, off-colored peas, or peas
that materially detract from the overall
color appearance.

(b) (B) classification. If the frozen
peas possess a reasonably good color, &
score of 16 or 17 points may be given.
“Reasonably good color” means that the
frozen peas possess a reasonably uni-
form green color that is reasonably
bright and typical of reasonably young
and reasonably tender peas of similar
varietal characteristics, and that the
product is reasonably free from spotted
peas, off-colored peas, or peas that ma-
terially detract from the overall color
appearance,

(€)' (C) classification. Frozen Dpeas
that possess a fairly good color may bé
given a score of 14 or 15 points. Frozed
peas that fall into this classificatios
shall not be graded above U. S. Grade
B or U. S. Extra Standard, regardless of
the total score for the product (thisisa
partial limiting rule). “Fairly good
color” means that the frozen peas pos-
sess a fairly uniform green color that is
typical of nearly mature and fairly
tender peas of similar varietal charat-
teristics; and that the product is fairly
free from spotted peas, off-colored peas
or peas that materially detract from the
overall color appearance.

(d) (SStd.) classification. Frozen
peas that fail to meet the requirements
of paragraph (¢) of this section may b‘i
given a score of 0 to 13 points and shal
not be graded above Substandard, It
gardless of the total score for the prod-
uct (this is a limiting rule).
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§52.3516 Defects—(a) General. The
factor of defects refers to the degree of
freedom from harmless extraneous vege-
table material, pieces of peas, blemished
peas; seriously blemished peas, and
other defects.

(1) “Harmless extraneous vegetable
material” means:

(i) Succulent vegetable material com-
mon to the pea plant, such as leaves,
pea pods, and stems; 4

(ii) Non-deleterious or non-poisonous
type of thistle buds, nightshade berries,
or other similar type buds or berries,
from other plants; and

(iii) Other predominant spherical or
cylindrical vegetable material from other
plants which are tender and similar in
color to frozen peas.

(2) “Piece of pea"”
means:

(i) A whole pea from which a cotyle-
don or a large portion thereof has become
separated; or

(ii) Two detached whole cotyledons;
or

(iii) Pieces of detached cotyledons ag-
gregating the equivalent of an average
size cotyledon; or

(iv) A whole detached skin or portions
of detached skin aggregating the equival-
ent of an average size whole skin.

(3) “Blemished"” means discoloration
which slightly affects but does not ma-
terially affect the appearance or eating
quality of the pea.

(4) “Seriously blemishied” means a pea
spotted or otherwise discolored to an ex-
tent that the appearance or eating qual-
ity of the pea is materially affected, such
as vivid-green peas, or peas showing
brown, yellow, cream colored, or dark
discolored areas.

(b) (4) classification. Frozen peas
that are practically free from defects
may be given a score of 36 to 40 points.
“Practically free from defects” means:

(1) That for each approximate 80
ounces of net weight there may be
present not more than:

(i) One piece, or pieces, of vegetable
material, common to the pea plant having
an aggregate area of not more than %
square inch (3%’ x 1%’‘) on one surface
of the piece, or pieces; or

(1) One thistle bud or nightshade
berry or other spherical piece of vegeta-
ble material from other plants; or

(ii) One cylindrical piece or pieces of
vegetable material from other plants, not
::fffe(iing Y2 inch in length in the aggre-
sate.

(2) That not more than 3 percent, by
count, of the peas may be pieces of peas;

(3) That not more than 2 percent, by
count, of the peas may: be blemished and
S]enousl,v blemished, and not more than

2 of 1 percent, by count, of all the peas
may be seriously blemished; and

(4) That the presence of harmless ex-
iraneous yegetable material, pieces of
ipehas' blemished peas, and seriously blem-
05 €d peas, and other defects individually

;con@mvely do not more than slightly
allect, the appearance or eating quality
of the product.

(¢) (B) classification. If the frozen
Zeas are reasonably free from defects,

Score of 32 to 35 points may be given.

0Zen peas that fall into this classifica-

(broken pea)
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tion except for “pieces of peas,” shall
not be graded abhove U. S. Grade B or
U. S. Extra Standard, regardless of the
total score for the product (this is a
limiting rule). “Reasonably free from
defects” means:

(1) That for each approximate 40
ounces of net weight there may be pres-
ent not more than:

(i) One piece, or pieces, of vegetable
material, common to the pea plant hav-
ing an aggregate area of not more than
V4 square inch (%4’ x 32') on one sur-
face of the piece, or pieces; or

(ii) One thistle bud or nightshade
berry or other spherical piece of veg-
etable material from other plants; or

(iii) Onme cylindrical piece or pieces of
vegetable material Trom other plants,
not exceeding % inch in length in the
aggregate.

(2) That not more than 5 percent, by
count, of the peas may be pieces of peas;

(3) That not more than 3 percent, by
count, of the peas may be blemished and
seriously blemished, and not more than
2 percent, by count, of all the peas may
be seriously blemished ; and

(4) That the presence of harmless
extraneous vegetable material, pieces of
peas, blemished peas, and seriously
blemished peas, and other defects indi-
vidually or collectively do not materially
affect the appearance or eating quality
of the product.

(d) (C) classification. If the frozen
peas are fairly free from defects a score
of 28 to 31 points may be given. Frozen
peas that fall into this classfication shall
not be graded above U. 8. Grade C or
U. S. Standard, regardless of the total
score for the product (this is a limiting
rule). “Fairly free from defects” means:

(1) That for each approximate 40
ounces of net weight there may be pres-
ent not more than:

(i) One piece, or pieces of vegetable
material, common to the pea plant hay-
ing an aggregate area of not more than
15 square inch (%2’ x 1’") on one surface
of the piece, or pieces; or

(ii) Two thistle buds or nightshade
berry or other spherical piece of vege-
table material from other plants; or

(iii) One cylindrical piece or pieces of
vegetable material from other plants, not
exceeding one inch in length in the ag-
gregate.

(2) That not more than 10 percent, by
count, of the peas may be pieces of peas;

(3) That not more than 4 percent, by
count, of the peas may be blemished and
seriously blemished, and not more than
3 percent, by count, of all the peas may
be seriously blemished; and

(4) That the presence of harmless ex-
traneous vegetable material, pieces of
peas, blemished peas, and seriously blem-
ished peas, and other defects individu-
ally or collectively does not seriously
affect the appearance or eating quality
of the product.

(e) (SStd.) classification. Frozen
peas that fail to meet the requirements
of paragraph (d) of this section may be
given a score of 0 to 27 points and shall
not be graded above Substandard, re-
gardless of the total score for the prod-
uct (this is a limiting rule).
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§ 52.3517 Maturity and tenderness—
(a) General. The determination of
maturity and tenderness of frozen peas
is based on the brine flotation test set
forth in § 52.3518 by first carefully re-
moving the skins from the peas.

(b) (A4) classification. Frozen peas
that are tender may be given a score of
36 to 40 points. ‘““Tender” means that
the peas comply with the requirements
of Table I of this subpart.

TanLe I

Maximum num-
ber of peas (with
skins removed)

Percentage
of salt in
that sink in 10 solution
seconds (percent

by count)

10 13

(¢) (B) classification. If the frozen
peas are reasonably tender a score of
32 to 35 points may be given. Frozen
peas that fall into this classification
shall not be graded above U. S, Grade
B or U. S. Extra Standard, regardless
of the total score for the product (this
is a limiting rule). “Reasonably ten-

der” means that the peas comply with
of this

the requirements of Table II
subpart.

TasLe 11

Maximum num-
ber of peas (with
skins removed)
that sink in 10
seconds (percent
by count)

Percentage
of salt in
solution

12 15

(d) (C) classification. If the frozen
peas are fairly tender, a score of 28 to
31 points may be given. Frozen peas
that fall into this classification shall
not be graded above U. S. Grade C or
U. S. Standard regardless of the total
score for the product (this is a limiting
rule). “Fairly tender” means that the
peas comply with the requirements of
Table III of this subpart,

TApLE ITT

|

Maximum num-
ber of peas (with
skins removed)

Percentagoe
of salt in
that sink in 10 solution
seconds (percent
by count)

16 16

(e) (SStd.) classification. Frozen
peas that fail to meet the requirements
of paragraph (d) of this section may
be given a score of 0 to 27 points and
shall not be graded above Substandard,
regardless of the total score for the
product (this is a limiting rule).

METHOD OF ANALYSIS

§ 52.3518 Method of analysis—(a)
Brine flotation test. 'The brine flotation
test utilizes salt solutions of various spe-
cific gravities to separate the peas ac-
cording to maturity. The brine solu-
tions are based on the percentage by
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weight of pure salt (NaCl) in solution
at 20 degrees Centigrade. In making
the test the brine solutions are standard-
ized to the proper specific gravity equiv-
alent to the specified “percent of salt
solution at 20 degrees C.” by using a

salometer spindle accurately calibrated

at 20 degrees C. A 250 ml. glass beaker
or similar receptacle is filled with the
brine solution to a depth of approxi-
mately two inches. The brine solution
and sample should be at the same tem-
perature and should closely approximate
20 degrees C. After carefully removing
the skins from the peas place the peas
into the solution, If cotyledons divide,
use both cotyledons in the test. Only
peas that sink to the bottom of the re-
ceptacle within 10 seconds after immer-
sion are counted as “peas that sink.”
Pieces of peas and loose skins should
not be used in making the brine flotation
test.

(b) Determining percent of pieces of
peas. The percent by count of pieces of
peas is determined by dividing the total
number of pieces of peas by the total
number of peas and pieces of peas. (A
pea held together by its skin, even though
the cotyledons are partly crushed or the
skin split is considered an unbroken
pea.)

LOT CERTIFICATION TOLERANCES

§ 52.3519 Tolerances for certification
of officially drawn samples® (a) When
certifying samples that have been offi-
cially drawn and which represent a spe-
cific lot of frozen peas the grade for such
lot will be determined by averaging the
total scores of the containers comprising
the sample, if, (1) such containers meet
all of the applicable grade requirements
of the factors of quality that are not
rated by score points; (2) all containers
comprising the sample meet all appli-
cable standards of quality promulgated
under the Federal Food, Drug and Cos-
metic Act and in effect at the time of the
aforesaid certification; and (3) with re-
spect to those factors which are rated by
score points:

(i) Not more than one-sixth of the
containers fails to meet the grade indi-
cated by the average of such total scores;

(i1) None of the containers falls more
than four points below the minimum
score for the grade indicated by the
average of such total scores;

(iii) None of the containers falls more
‘than one grade below the grade indi-
cated by the average of such total scores;
and

(iv) The average score of all containers
for any factor subject to a limiting rule
is within the score range of that factor
for the grade indicated by the average
of the total scores of the containers com-
prising the sample.

#It is possible that the tolerances to be
applied in this connection will be the toler-
ances set forth in proposed amendments of
the regulations governing the inspection and
certification of processed fruits and vege-
tables, processed products thereof, and cer-
tain other processed food products, notice of
proposed rule making in regard to which was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of
February 8, 1957 (22 F. R. 789).

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

SCORE SHEET
§ 52.3520 Score sheet for frozen peas.

Factors Seore polnts
(;\) 1&2(7;
. (B) 16-1
[8,71 ¥ A R S R 20 l(m 21415
(88td.)1 0-13
(A) 36-40
3 R A
DR e e 40 :P; ,ﬁ‘:‘l’
(SStd.)! 0-27
(A) 3640
Tenderness and maturity.._._| 40 ?g; :2’:::-"
(85td.) 1 0-27

TOtA] 80006, o mrone 100

i BT T RO P Sk S s Y (T s
O L e e S e

! Indicates limiting rule.
# Indicates partial limiting rule,

Dated: April 25, 1957,
[sEAL] Roy W. LENNARTSON,
Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3522; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:48 a. m.]

[ 7 CFR Parts 925, 1008 ]
[Docket Nos. AO-226-A4, AO-275-A1]

MLk IN PUGET SOUND, WASHINGTON, AND
INLAND EMPIRE MARKETING AREAS

NOTICE OF RECOMMENDED DECISION AND OP-
PORTUNITY TO FILE WRITTEN EXCEPTIONS
WITH RESPECT TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
TO TENTATIVE MARKETING AGREEMENTS
AND ORDERS, AS AMENDED

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag-
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C_ 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure, as amended, governing the
formulation of marketing agreements
and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900),
notice is hereby given of the filing with
the Hearing Clerk of the recommended
decision of the Deputy Administrator,
Agricultural Marketing Service, United
States Department of Agriculture, with
respect to (1) proposals to amend the
tentative marketing agreement and the
order, as amended, regulating the han-
dling of milk in the Puget Sound, Wash-
ington, marketing area, and (2) propos-
als to amend the tentative marketing
agreement and the order, as amended,
regulating the handling of milk in the
Inland Empire marketing area. Inter-
ested parties may file written exceptions
to this recommended decision with the
Hearing Clerk, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D. C,,
not later than the close of business on
the 5th day after publication of this rec-
ommended decision in the FEDERAL
REeGIsTER. Exceptions should be filed in
quadruplicate.

Preliminary statement. 'The joint
public hearing, on the record of which

the recommended regulatory provisions
set forth below with respect to the Pugg
Sound, Washington, and Inland Empir

" marketing areas were formulated, was

called by the Agriculutral Marketing
Service, United States Department of
Agriculture, following receipt of petitions
filed by United Dairymen’s Association,
Inland Empire Milk Producers Associa-
tion and the Spokane Milk Producers As-
sociation. The hearing was held at
Seattle, Washington, April 5, 1957, pur-
suant to notice duly published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on March 28, 1957 (22
F. R, 2048). The period until April ¢
1957, was reserved to interested parties
for the filing of briefs on the record.
Within the time reserved no briefs were
filed.

The material issues of record are con-
cerned with:

1. Revision of the methods, provided
in each order, of computing the prices
of butterfat in Class II milk and butter-
fat differentials applicable to class prices.

2. Adoption of an “equivalent price”
provision to apply in emergency situa-
tions caused by lack of published price
quotations used in pricing formulas.

3. Revision of the conditions under
which producer milk as defined in the
Puget Sound order may be diverted from
a plant in one price distriet in the mar-
keting area to a plant in another price
district during April, May and June each
year,

It was proposéd at the hearing thata
decision be issued on an emergency basis.
The provisions of the Puget Sound order
relating to issue No. 3 are suspended for
May and June 1957. A final decision
adopting an “equivalent price” provision
for each order for April and May 1957
has been issued. It is concluded, there-
fore, that the need for emergency pro-
cedure, i. e, omission of the recom-
mended decision, with respect to any of
the issues has been obviated by such
prior actions.

Findings and conclusions. The follow-
ing findings and conclusions are based
upon the evidence introduced at the
hearing and the record thereof:

(1) The methods employed in each
order for computing the prices of butter-
fat in Class II milk and for the purpose
of applying butterfat differentials 10
class prices should be revised.

Under the Puget Sound and Inland
Empire milk marketing orders, as pres-
ently in effect, butter quotations an-
nounced for the San Francisco wholesale
butter market are used in the computa-
tion of butterfat prices in Class II milk
and for the purpose of applying butterfat
differentials to adjust class prices in
relation to the butterfat content in each
class of milk. Quotations for Grade AA
(93-score) butter are employed in con-
nection with Class II milk prices, except
that the highest of the 92-score butfer
quotations are used when no 93-scor¢
quotations are available. Quotations for
92-score butter are used under the but-
terfat differential provisions. The pro-
posal, for each market, would substitute
the Chicago butter price quotation for
the San Francisco quotation, and would
add a factor of 3 cents per pound in con~
sideration of past relationships of the
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two butter market quotations to each
other. The factor of 3 cents also would
tend to keep butterfat prices under the
orders at their current levels. This
factor was supported by transportation
data which showed that the sum of
freight and icing costs, plus transporta-
tion tax, on butter shipped from the Mid-
west to Pacific Coast markets approxi-
mates 3 cents per pound of butter. Pro-
ponents indicated their concern over the
“thinness” of the market as a basis for
pricing butterfat under the milk market-
ing orders and the possibility that pro-
ducers in each market would be left with
an inadequate basis of pricing in the
event such quotations became completely
unavailable.

The number of quotations available on
the San Francisco market, upon which a
monthly average butter price may be
computed, has tended to decrease in
recent months. For example, in March
1957, a month with 21 trading days, no
quotations for 93-score butter were pub-
lished for the San Francisco market and
quotations for 92-score butter were avail-
able on only five occasions. The discon-
tinuance of such quotations could disrupt
the orderly marketing of milk by causing
interruption to the normal functioning
of the pricing provisions of the orders.
Since, as shown by the record, the Pacific
Coast markets, including Seattle, are
deficit markets, requiring the importa-
tion of butter from Midwest states each
year, contintiation of the present level of
butterfat pricing in these markets by
the proposed means is reasonable and
appropriate. It should be noted in this
connection that butter is the lowest-
valued use of _butterfat in the Puget
Sound and Inland Empire markets and
the proposed prices are not unreasonable
for other uses of butterfat produced for
such markets. However, to simplify the
pricing provisions under review, identical
butterfat quotations should be used for
the dual purposes of Class IT pricing and
butterfat differentials. Such a revision
would not cause a significant change
from present levels of butterfat pricing.
It is concluded that with the modifica-
tions indicated the proposal should be
adopted for each market.

(2) A provision for the determination
and_ anmouncement by the Secretary of
Agriculture of “equivalent prices” should
be adopted for the Puget Sound and In-
land Empire orders.

Prg’posals to include an *‘equivalent
brice” provision under each of the orders
Were considered at the hearing. Such a
Provision is designed to meet an emer-
gency situation in which a price quota-
tion necessary to a price formula in the
grder. or for any other purpose, may not
Ie available to the market administrator.
t"_sqch event, the Secretary would de-
ermine 2 price equivalent to the price
QUO.tution previously employed.
liome proposeq amendment is precau-
o nary and designed to provide a method
th COT_mnumg the pricing of milk under
Io? orders whenever it is not possible to
or:ies.ee. in sufficient time to issue an
visim amendment, the termination or re-
o on of the particular price quotations
geglllfed to be used in pricing milk. It is
viS'ex ally recognized that some pro-

ion of this type is necessary to meet
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such an emergency since it is not physi-
cally possible to consider and issue order
amendments on an immediate basis in
the event a price quotation necessary
to a pricing formula becomes unavail-
able without prior indication of the
change, The provision proposed will re-
move uncertainty as to the procedure to
be followed in the absence of any price
quotation customarily used and thereby
will prevent unnecessary interruption in
the operation of the orders. Such a pro-
vision should be made a part of both
the Puget Sound and Inland Empire
orders.

(3) The provisions of the Puget Sound
order setting forth certain conditions
under which milk may be diverted from
one price district of the marketing area
to another during April, May, and June
sheuld be deleted from the order.

Producer organizations supplying milk
to the Puget Sound marketing area pro-
posed the deletion from the Puget Sound
order of the provision which permits the
unlimited diversion of milk from one
price district of the marketing area to
another during April, May, and June if
such milk had been delivered to a pool
plant in the price district from which
diverted on 60 percent or more of the
delivery days during the preceding Au-
gust-December period. The effect of
the present provision is to permit the
producers of such milk diverted to be
considered, under specified conditions,
as producers delivering to a plant in the
district from which the milk was diverted
even though the milk actually was re-
ceived at another location where a dif-
ferent uniform price applies. Thus, the
handler is credited under the market-
wide pooling arrangement for having
paid the producer of such milk the uni-
form price applicable at the plant from
which the milk was diverted. The pro-
vision was designed primarily to mini-
mize the necessity for shipping milk to
market in the flush production season
when noft required there for fluid uses,
and thus to permit the orderly and eco-
nomic disposition of milk supplies.

There has been a tendency for abuse
of the diversion privilege in the months
of April, May and June, From such
practice a particular handler or group
of producers may profit at the expense
of producers as a whole. For example,
the cost of moving milk from a plant in
District No. 4, outlying the market, may
be assumed to be 20 cents per hundred-
weight. A handler having a plant in
such outlying district can qualify pro-
ducers whose milk normally would be
received there as producers of District
No. 1- (Seattle) where the price under
the order is 20 cents per hundredweight
higher than in the outlying district.
Qualification of the producer for District
No. 1 is achieved by receipt of his milk
from the farm at a District No. 1 plant
on 60 percent of the days of delivery.
On the other 40 percent of the days of
delivery he may divert such milk to his
plant in the outlying district, receive
credit for paying the District No. 1 uni-
form price to his producers, and avoid
the expense of actually delivering the
milk to District No. 1. The potential
saving is 8 cents per hundredweight (40
percent of 20 cents) when the 60 per-
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cent delivery requirement is met, and
20 cents per hundredweight when no
delivery requirement is applicable.

The practices of diversion and trans-
fer solely for the purpose of taking ad-
vantage of the credits available from the
producer-settlement fund while little, if
any, of the milk involved is actually
needed in District No. 1 represent abuses
of the provision which are disadvanta-
geous to producers generally. It is pos-
sible that the loss to producers generally
could amount to as much as 3 to 4 cents
per hundredweight on base milk. This
is a significant amount of money, par-
ticularly when considered in terms of the
operations of a particular handler or the
relatively small number of handlers or
producers who might benefit from such
practices.

The proposal offered would require
handlers to receive producer milk at Dis-
trict No. 1 plants on 60 percent of the
days of delivery in April, May and June,
as well as in other months, in order for
such milk to be priced as Distriet No. 1
milk in such specified months. This
represents a significant tightening of the
diversion privilege, but yet will permit
milk not needed in District No. 1 as the
result of daily fluctuations in sales, and
week-end and holiday close downs of
bottling operations, to be diverted for
economical disposition in manufacturing
plants. It is concluded that the pro-
posal should be adopted.

General findings. (a) The proposed
marketing agreements and the orders,
now in effect, and as proposed to be
amended, and all of the terms and con-
ditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the act
are not reasonable in view of the price
of feeds, available supplies of feeds and
other economic conditions which affect
market supply and demand for milk in
the said marketing areas, and the mini-
mum prices specified in the proposed
marketing agreements and in the orders,
now in effect, and as hereby proposed to
be amended, are such prices as will reflect
the aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient
quantity of pure and wholesome milk,
and be in the public interest, and

(¢) The proposed marketing agree-
ments and the orders, now in effect, and
as proposed to be amended, will regulate
the handling of milk in the same man-
ner as, and are applicable only to per-
sons in the respective classes of indus-
trial and commercial activity specified
in, the said marketing agreements upon
which a hearing has been held.

Recommended marketing agreement
and amendments to the Pugel Sound,
Washington, order. 'The following
amendments to the Puget Sound, Wash-
ington, order are recommended as the
detailed and appropriate means by which
the foregoing conclusions may be car-
ried out. The recommended marketing
agreement is not included in this deci-
sion because the regulatory. provisions
thereof would be identical with those
contained in the order as hereby pro-
posed to be amended:

1. In § 925.13 (a) add the word “and”
immediately following the semi-colon
at the end of the paragraph.
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2. Delete §925.13 (b) and (¢) and
substitute therefor the following:

(b) For the purposes of applying the
provisions of paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion in the case of a producer on every=-
other-day delivery, the days of non-
delivery shall be considered as days of
delivery.

3. Delete § 925.51 (b) (1) and substi-
tute therefor the following:

(1) Add 3 cents to the simple average
of the daily wholesale selling prices (us-
ing the midpoint of any price range as
one price) of Grade AA (93-score) bulk
creamery butter per pound at Chicago,
as reported by the Department, during
the month, and multiply the result by
4.8: Provided, That if no price is reported
for Grade AA (93-score) butter, the
highest of the prices reported for Grade
A (92-score) butter for that day shall
be used in lieu of the price for Grade
AA (93-score) butter.

4. Delete §92552 (a) and (b) and
substitute therefor the following:

(a) Class I milk. Add 3 cents to the
simple average of the daily wholesale
selling prices per pound (using the mid-
point of any price range as one price)
of Grade AA (93-score) bulk creamery
butter at Chicago, as reported by the
Department during the preceding month,
multiply the result by .120, and round to
the nearest tenth of a cent: Provided,
That if no price is reported for Grade
AA (93-score) butter, the highest of the
prices reported for Grade A (92-score)
butter for that day shall be used in lieu
of the price for Grade AA (93-score)
butter.

(b) Class II milk. Add 3 cents to the
simple average of the daily wholesale
selling prices per pound (using the mid-
point of any price range as one price)
of Grade AA (93-score) bulk creamery
butter at Chicago, as reported by the
Department during the month, multiply
the result by .115, and round to the
nearest tenth of a cent: Provided, That
if no price is reported for Grade AA
(93-score) hutter, the highest of the
prices reported for Grade A (92-score)
butter for that day shall be used in lieu
of the price for Grade AA (93-score)
butter. .

5. Add a new § 925.55 as follows:

§ 925.55 Use of equivalent prices. If
for any reason a price quotation required
by this part for computing class prices
or for other purposes is not available in
the manner described, the market ad-
ministrator shall use a price determined
by the Secretary to be equivalent to the
price which is required.

Recommended marketing agreement
and amendments to the Inland Empire
order. The following amendments to the
Inland Empire order are recommended
as the detailed and appropriate means by
which the foregoing conclusions may be
carried out. The recommended market-
ing agreement is not included in this
decision because the regulatory provi-
sions thereof would be identical with
those contained in the order as hereby
proposed to be amended:

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

1. Delete §1008.51 (¢) (1) and sub-
stitute therefor the following:

(1) Add 3 cents to the simple average
of the daily wholesale selling prices (us=-
ing the midpoint of any price range as
one price) of Grade AA (93-score), bulk
creamery butter per pound at Chicago,
as reported by the Department during
the month, and multiply the result by
4.8: Provided, That if no price is reported
for Grade AA (93-score) butter, the
highest of the prices reported for Grade
A (92-score) butter for that day shall be
used in lieu of the price for Grade AA
(93-score) butter,

2. Delete §1008.52 (a) and (b) and
substitute therefor the following:

(a) Class I milk. Add 3 cents to the
simple average of the daily wholesale
selling prices per pound (using the mid-
point of any price range as one price)
of Grade AA (93-score) bulk creamery
butter at Chicago, as reported by the
Department during the preceding month,
multiply the result by .123, and round to
the nearest tenth of a cent: Provided,
That if no price is reported for Grade
AA (93-score) butter, the highest of
the prices reported for Grade A (92-
score) butter for that day shall be used
in lieu of the price for Grade AA (93-
score) butter.

(b) Class II milk and Class II-A milk.
Add 3 cents to the simple average of the
daily wholesale selling prices per pound
(using the midpoint of any price range
as one price) of Grade AA (93-score)
bulk creamery butter at Chicago, as re-
ported by the Department, during the
month, multiplying the result by .115,
and round to the nearest tenth of a cent:
Provided, That if no price is reported
for Grade AA (93-score) butter, the
highest of the prices reported for Grade
A (92-score) butter for that day shall be
used in lieu of the price for Grade AA
(93-score) butter,

3. Add a new § 1008.54 as follows:

§ 1008.54 Use of equivalent prices. If
for any reason a price quotation required
by this part for computing class prices
or for other purposes is not available in
the manner described, the market ad-
ministrator shall use a price determined
by the Secrétary to be equivalent to the
price which is required.

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 26th
day of April 1957.

[seAL] Roy W. LENNARTSON,
Deputy Administrator.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3521; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:47 a. m.|

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[ 47 CFR Part 31
[Docket No. 12005; FCC 57-407]

RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES; TELEVISION
BROADCAST STATIONS

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed
rule making in the above entitled matter.

2. Section 3.606, the television Table
of Assignments, was adopted in its pres.
ent form in the Sixth Report and Order
on April 11, 1952. It was determined at
that time that television broadeast chan.
nels could be more efficiently and equit-
ably allocated on the basis of a fixed
Table of Assignments than on the basis
of individual applications. We then
stated that our conclusion to adopt such
an allocation plan was based on the fol-
lowing considerations:

(a) The Table would make for a more
efficient use of the available channels,

(b) It would better protect the inter-
ests of the smaller communities and rural
areas by preventing preemption of avail-
able channels by the larger cities.

(c) It would be an effective means of
reserving channels for educational pur-
poses.

(d) It would eliminate certain pro-
cedural disadvantages in connection with
the processing of applications.

3. Five years have elapsed since the
adoption of the Sixth Report and Order,
The number of operating stations has
increased from the 108 “pre-freeze” sta-
tions to approximately 500 stations,
There are, in addition, about 165 author-
ized stations which have not yet been
constructed. Thus, the Table has served
well its purpose_of avoiding procedural
difficulties and helping to bring televi-
sion service to almost the entire country
at the earliest possible time. It now
appears that we should reexamine, in the
light of the current development of tele-
vision service, the considerations leading
to the adoption of a’ fixed Table of As-
signments in order to determine whether
the public interest might be better served
by the initiation of a procedure for al-
locating television channels on the basis
of individual applications.

4. Approximately 90 percent of the
VHF' commercial assignments listed in
the Table of Assignments have either
been authorized or have been applied
for, and most of the balance are in
sparsely settled areas, chiefly west of the
Mississippi River. Because of the out-
standing VHF authorizations, there are
very few areas (and again most of these
are west of the Mississippi) where addi-
tional VHF' channels may be added in
keeping with the station separation re-
quirements of the rules. Thus, it is ap-
parent that, at least as far as the VHF
channels are concerned, the allocation
pattern has been so well established that
efficiency in allocation is no longer &
compelling reason for a fixed Table of
Assignments, And the pattern which has
been developed will effectively reserve the
great majority of the unclaimed VHF
channels for the benefit of the small
communities in sparsely settled areas.
Moreover, even though UHF authoriza-
tions have not come up to expectations,
it appears_that the UHF allocation pat-
tern has been quite firmly set by the
grants that have been made, so that any
greater efficiency resulting from use of &
fixed table might now be outweighed by
the greater flexibility of the application
method. This is particularly true with
respect to the assignment of low and
high UHF channels in neighboring com=
munities, since in many cases the com«
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munity more interested in establishing
local television service has been assigned
the less desirable channels.

5. When the Table of Assignments was
adopted, the Commission was faced with
a huge backlog of television applications,
with an unknown number of applicants
ready to file their applications when the
sireeze” was lifted. Only through a fixed
table could the Commission have acted as
expeditiously as it did in processing ap-
plications, with the result that television
service was provided to almost all the
nation’s population in a relatively short
time. Now the situation is different.
The backlog of pending applications is
no greater than the backlog of petitions
for changes in the Table of Assignments,
many of which request the drop-in of
a VHF or low UHF channel. In several
instances it has been noted that the rule
making process has consumed more time
than the processing of an application
subsequently filed. Hence, it appears
that the Commission’s workload might be
considerably lessened and the public in-
terest might be better served and tele-
vision service more expeditiously pro-
vided by eliminating the procedural step
of rule making to make a channel avail-
able for use in any given community.
In addition, if a prospective applicant
isrelieved of the expenditure of time and
money in rule making proceedings and
assured that any channel is available
which meets technical requirements, he
might be encouraged to seek out new or
underserved television markets.

6. However, we do not feel that the
time has yet come when the Table of
Assignments should be completely aban-
doned. We believe that it is still neces-
sary and appropriate in the public
interest to preserve the educational
reservations not yet claimed and to pro-
tect UHF areas from encroachment by
new VHF stations. In our view, any
change in the Rules as to availability of
television channels must make allowance
for such factors.

1. Hence, our proposal is not to delete
the Table of Assignments in its entirety,
but to maintain a Table containing all
noncommercial educational assignments
(which cannot be deleted without rule
making) and, for the convenience of
applicants, all assignments within 250
miles of the Canadian and Mexican bor-
ders which have been accepted pursuant
to international agreements. We would
also amend § 3.607 of the Rules to pro-
vide that, so long as minimum separation
requirements with respect to existing
authorizations and minimum field in-
tensity requirements are met, applica-
tions might be filed for new or changed
facilities on any channel in any commu-
nity, with the exceptions that no appli-
cation would be accepted if (1) it did
ot meet the minimum separation re-
Quirements with respect to noncommer-
Cial educational assignments listed in the
Table of Assignments, or (2) it requests
a_VHF_operation within 75 miles of the
transmitter location of an authorized
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UHF station! unless (a) the proposed
transmitter site is beyond an existing
VHF transmitter, or (b) the principal
city served by the UHF station is receiv-
ing Grade A or better service from two
or more existing VHF stations, or (¢) the
prineipal city to be served by the pro-
posed VHF station is already receiving
a city grade signal from two or more
VHF stations. We believe that some
such limitation on the further spread of
VHF service into UHF areas is a neces-
sary precaution in preserving the status
quo at least until we have completed our
inquiry into the feasibility of transfer-
ring ail or a substantial part of television
broadcasting to the UHF band.* At the
same time, we do not anticipate that the
limitation will seriously impede the de-
velopment of a nationwide television
service, since our study has not revealed
many UHF areas where a new VHF chan-
nel, meeting all separation requirements,
could be used.

8. The proposed changes in the Table
of Assignments and § 3.607 would re-
quire editorial changes in other sections
of Part 3 of the rules and the deletion
of §1.378 (d) of Part 1. There is set
forth below the suggested rule changes
necessary to effectuate these proposals.
The Commission invites interested par-
ties to submit comments and relevant
data on the proposals contained herein.
It is emphasized, however, that the Com-
mission is not at this time soliciting, nor
will it consider in this proceeding, any
requests for the deletion or addition of
specific noncommercial educational as-
signments or for any amendment with
respect to station separations or any
other technical limitation.

9. Authority for the adoption of the
amendments proposed herein is con-
tained in sections 4 (i), 301, 303 (¢), (d)
(f) and (r) and 307 (b) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended.

10. Any interested party who is of
the view that the proposed amendments
should not be adopted, or should not be
adopted in the form set forth herein,
may file with the Commission on or be-
fore June 3, 1957, a written statement
setting forth his comments. Comments
supporting the proposed amendments
may also be filed on or before the same
date. Comments in reply to original
comments may be filed within 15 days
from the last date for filing said original
comments. No additional comments
may be filed unless specifically requested
by the Commission or good cause for the
filing of such additional comments is
established.

11. In accordance with the provisions
of § 1.764 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations, an original and 14 copies of

1The 75 miles separation Is suggested as
a reasonable distance which would generally
prevent a Grade B signal from covering the
city in which the UHF station is authorized.

2 Any actlon on our part in terminating
the inquiry will, of course, awalt the report
of the industry-sponsored Television Alloca-
tions Study Organization (TASO) and the
results of the Industry's crash program of
UHF research.
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all statements, briefs or commeénts shall
be furnished the Commission.

Adopted: April 24, 1957.
Released: April 26, 1957.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,®
MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.

CHANNEL UTILIZATION

§ 3.605 Carrier jrequency offset. In
order to obtain the most favorable pos-
sible desired to undesired signal ratio
and the maximum service areas in any
group of stations operating on the same
channel, specified stations will be re-
quired to operate with their carrier fre-
quencies offset 10 kc above or below the
normal carrier frequencies. The chan-
nel assignments of such stations will be
identified by a plus or minus mark.

§3.606 Table of assignments—(a)
General. The following table contains
(1) the channel assignments reserved for
use by noncommercial educational
broadeast stations in the listed com-
munities in the United States, its Terri-
tories, and possessions, and (2) assign-
ments for communities within 250 miles
of the Canadian and Mexican borders
that have been accepted pursuant to
international agreements. The non-
commercial educational reservations are
designated with an asterisk. A non-
commercial educational assignment may
be added to or deleted from the Table
of Assignments only through rule making
proceedings. Changes in the border
assignments (other than educational
reservations) will be made administra-
tively as required by actions on indi-
vidual applications,

(b) Table of Assignments. (The Table
is not set forth herein, but will include
the educational reservations and assign-
ments within 250 miles of the Canadian
and Mexican borders, as listed in the
present Table of Assignments)

§ 3.607 Availability of channels. (a)
Subject to the provisions of paragraphs
(b), (¢) and (d) of this section, applica-
tions may be filed to construct new tele-
vision broadcast stations or to make
changes in the facilities of existing sta-
tions (commercial or noncommercial
educational) in any community on any
channel listed in § 3.603: Provided, how-
ever, That the proposed transmitter
location meets the minimum separation
requirements of § 3.610 with respect to
existing authorizations and the mini-
mum field intensity requirements of
§ 3.685. ' Applications which fail to com-
ply with these requirements will not be
accepted for filing.

(b) Assignments reserved for educa-
tional purposes are available only for use
by noncommercial educational broadcast
stations. No application for the con-
struction of a new commercial television
broadecast station or to change the trans-

[sEAL]

s Commissioners Bartley and Lee dissent-
ing. Dissenting statement of Commissioner
Hyde and concurring statement of Commis-
sioner Mack filed as part of the original
document.
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mitter site of an existing station,
whether or not accompanied by a peti-
tion to amend the Table of Assignments
(§ 3.606 (b)), will be accepted for filing
if the proposed transmitter location does
not meet the minimum spacing require-
ments of § 3.610 with respect to a non-
commercial educational assignment
listed in the Table of Assignments
whether or not such noncommercial
educational assignment  is under
authorization.

(c) No application for the construc-
tion of a new commercial television
broadcast station to operate on Chan-
nels 2 to 13, inclusive, or no application
for change in the transmitter location of
an existing VHF station shall be accepted
for filing: if the proposed transmitter lo-
cation is within 75 miles of the trans-
mitter location of a station authorized
for operation on a UHF _frequency
(Channels 14-83, inclusive) unless one
or more of the following conditions
exist:

(1) The principal city served by the
UHF station is already receiving Grade
A or better service (§ 3.683) from two or
more VHF stations.

(2) The proposed transmitter loca-
tion is at a greater distance from the
UHF station than'the transmitter of a
VHF station located in the same general
direction from the UHF station.

(3) The principal city to be served by
the proposed VHF station already re-
ceives a city grade signal from two or
more VHF stations.

(d) Unless the assignment requested
is listed in the Table of Assignments, an
application to construct a station with a
proposed transmitter location within 250
miles of either the Canadian or Mexican
border shall be accepted for filing subject
to the provisions of any agreements
entered into by the United States with
Canada and Mexico.

§ 3.610 Station separations. (a) Ap-
plications for new television broadcast
stations or for changes in the transmit-
ter sites of existing stations will not be
accepted for filing if they fail to comply
with the requirements specified in para-
graphs (b), (¢) and (d) of this section
as to the distance between the proposed

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

transmitter site and the transmitter of -

an authorized station or the location of
a noncommercial educational assign-
ment listed in the Table of Assignments
(§ 3.606 (b)) but not currently author-
ized. Distances shall be computed in
accordance with the provisions of § 3.611,

Note: Licensees and permittees of tele=-
vision proadcast stations which were oper-
ating on April 14, 1952 pursuant to one or
more separations below those set forth in
§ 3.610 may continue to so operate, but in
no event may they further reduce the sep-
arations below the minimum. As the exist-
ing separations of such stations are
increased, the new separations will become
the required minimum separations until
separations are reached which comply with
with the requirements of §3.610. There-
after, the provisions of said section ghall be
applicable. -

(b) Minimum co-channel station
separations:
(1)
Zone Channels | Channels
2-13 14-83
Miles Miles
2% 170 155
11 190 175
1 220 205

(2) The minimum co-channel mileage
separation between a station in one zone
and a station in another zone shall be
that of the zone requiring the lower
separation.

(¢) Minimum station adjacent chan-
nel separations applicable to all zones:

1)

Channels 2-13 Channels 14-83
60 miles 55 miles

(2) Due to the frequency spacing
which exists between Channels 4 and 5,
between Channels 6 and 7, and between
Channels 13 and 14, the minimum ad-
jacent channel separations specified
above shall not be applicable to these
pairs of channels (see § 3.603).

(d) In addition to the requirements of
paragraphs (a), (b) and (¢) of this sec-
tion, the minimum station separations
between stations on Channels 14-83, in-
clusive, as set forth in Table IV of § 3.698

must be met in either rule-making pro-
ceedings looking towards the addition of
a noncommercial educational assign-
ment to the Table of Assignments
(§3.606 (b)) or in licensing proceedings,
No channel listed in column (1) of Table
IV of § 3.698 will be assigned to any city,
and no application for an authorization
to operate on such a channel will be
granted unless the mileage separations
indicated at the top of columns (2)-(7),
inclusive, are met with respect to each
of the channels listed in those columns
and parallel with the channel in col-
umn (1),

(e) The zone in which the transmitter
of 3 television station is located or pro-
posed to be located determines the appli-
cable rules with respect to co-channel
mileage separations where the transmit-
ter is located in a different zone from
that in which the channel to be em-
ployed is located.

§ 3.611 Reference points and distance
computations. (a) Station separations
shall be determined by the distance be-
tween the coordinates of the proposed
transmitter site and the coordinates of
all authorized or proposed fransmitter
sites for the pertinent channels. Where
a pertinent channel has an unused non-
commercial educational assignment the
station separation shall be determined by
the coordinates of the pertinent com-
munity as set forth in the publication of
the United States Department of Com-
merce entitled “Air Line Distances Be-
tween Cities in the United States,” or, if
not contained therein, the coordinates of
the main post office of such pertinent
community. (The Department of Com-
merce publication may be purchased
from the Government Printing Office,
Washington, D. C.)

(b) In measuring station separations
involving an unused noncommercial
educational assignment for cities listed
in the Table of Assignments in combina-
tion, separation measurements shall be
made from the reference point which
will result in the lowest separation.

(c) [Same as present § 3.611 (d).]

[F. R. Doc. 57-3539; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:52 a. m.]

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy
ORGANIZATION STATEMENT
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL

In Organization Statement of the De-
partment of the Navy, published at 16
F. R. 12573-12590, delete subsection H
appearing at 16 F. R. 12585-12586 and
insert the following subsection in lieu
thereof:

H. Office of the Judge Advocate Gen-
eral, (a) The Office of the Judge Advo-
cate General, authorized by the act of
June 8, 1880 (21 Stat. 164) as revised
and reenacted (10 U, S. C. 5148), has

NOTICES

cognizance of all major phases of mili-
tary, administrative and applied law
listed below as are incident to the opera-
tion of the Department of the Navy. In
substance, the orgdnization consists of
a Judge Advocate General, a Deputy and
Assistant Judge Advocate General who
performs the duties of the Judge Advo-
cate General in the latter's absence, an
Assistant Judge Advocate General (In-
ternational and Administrative Law),
an Assistant Judge Advocate General
(Personnel, Reserve and Management),
an Assistant Judge Advocate General
(Military Justice) and fourteen principal
divisions designated as International
Law, Admiralty, Civil Law, Administra-
tive Law, Litigation, Personnel Security,

Milifary Personnel, Administrative Man-
agement, Naval Reserve and Legal Assist=
ance, Appellate Defense, Military Jus-
tice, Investigations, Editorial and Re-
search, and Bureau of Naval Personnel
Discipline Liaison Divisions. Within the
several divisions are branches and sec-
tions performing specific functions em=
braced by the mission of the parent divi-
sion. In addition to the divisions of the
Office, there are special assistants dn

the Boards of Review organized pursuant
to article 68 of the Uniform Code Of
Military Justice (10 U. S. C. 866); tW0
of the Boards are the principal part of
the Office of the Judge Advocate General
of the Navy, West Coast, located at Sar
Bruno, California.




-~

Wednesday, May 1, 1957

(p) The main functions of the divi-
sions of the Judge Advocate General's
Office may be summarized as follows:

(1) International law. Examination
of lezal aspects of matters affecting the
field of international relations under the
cognizance of the Chief of Naval Opera-
tions; providing legal advice in foreign
negotiations and agreements; consider-
ation of problems of jurisdiction over
naval personnel arising as a result of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
Status of Forces Agreement (4 UST
1702) and other similar arrangements;
maintaining liaison with State and De-
fense Departments, particularly during
the negotiation of military agreements;
providing legal advice to the Secretary
of the Navy, the Chief of Naval Opera-
tions, and the Bureaus and Offices of
the Navy Department in the field of
international law, especially with re-
gard to such matters as the law of naval
warfare, civil government, territorial
waters and airspace, immigration and
naturalization, foreign diplomatic
claims, and foreign military assistance.
In addition, where pessible the Division
conducts indoctrination briefings for all
officers assigned to missions, military
assistance groups, Naval Attache billets
and foreign legal billets prior to their
departure from the United States.

(2) Admiralty. Prineipal function is
the settlement of admiralty tort claims,
both against and in favor of United
States naval vessels; in addition, the
Division handles claims filed against the
Navy for salvage and towage services.
The Division controls all phases of the
processing of admiralty claims, includ-
ing investigation, survey and settlement
negotiations; the Division is assisted by
trained admiralty officers stationed in
most naval districts and in certain other
commands. Where settlement cannot
be effected and litigation ensues, the
Division cooperates in preparing the
cases for trial, and often in the trial
itself. A further function is the prep-
aration of waiver certificates designed to
exempt naval vessels from the normal
requirements of applicable Rules of the
Road. The Division also furnishes
opinions on miscellaneous topics of an
admiralty nature as they arise. In con-
nection with admiralty matters, the
Division maintains liaison with the
Department of Justice, Maritime Admin-
istration, Coast Guard, and other Gov-
frnmenal departments and agencies
Concerned with the administration of
the navigation and shipping laws.

(3) Civil law. The Division consists
of three branches: General Claims
Branch, Local Legal Assistance Branch,
and Military Promotions and Retire-
ments Branch.

(1) General Claims Branch formu-
lates, supervises and coordinates Navy
claims policies and procedures relating
10 the world-wide processing, adjudica-
lion or other disposition of administra=
lve claims for and against the United
States under the provisions of claims
Slatutes and international agreements
re)atmg to the Department of the Navy.
u:lese. include claims cognizable under
o Military Claims Act (10 U. 8. C. 2733),
Oreign Claims Act (10 U. S. C. 2734, 31
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U. S. C. 224d), Military Personnel Claims
Act (10 U. S. C. 2732, 31 U. 8. C. 222¢),
Federal Tort Claims Act (28 U. S. C.
2671-2680), the NATO Status of Forces
Agreement (4 UST 1792) and similar
international agreements. Protects the
interests of the Government by collect-
ing monies due on property damage
claims in favor of the United States in
tort cases; makes recommendations to
the Attorney General as to the advisa-
bility of instituting tort actions and
assists together with the Litigation Divi-
sion in the litigation of these actions;
renders cooperation to the Department
of Justice, including the furnishing of
investigative reports and other docu-
ments to the United States Attorney in
preparation of prosecution or defense of
tort suits in favor of or against the
United States, and makes recommenda-
tions as to compromise; proposes and
comments on legislation and amend-
ments to statutes and regulations relat-
ing to claims; and. cooperates in
conferences with other interested Gov-
ernment agencies within and outside the
Department of the Nayy on such matters.

(ii) Local Legal Assistance Branch
provides legal assistance to members of
the naval service and their dependents
in the Washington area.

(iii) Military Promotions and Retire-
ments Branch is the office through which
are processed most Navy and Marine
Corps officer promotions and voluntary
retirements and all Navy and Marine
Corps personnel retirements or separa-
tions for physical disability; reviews for
legality and takes necessary action with
respect to records of proceedings of
Examining Boards, Physical Evaluation
Boards, Navy and Marine Corps Selection
Boards (and the preparation of general
messages regarding. the results thereof),

‘Naval Retiring Review and Naval Medi-

cal Survey Review Boards and other
miscellaneous boards; and prepares pre-
cepts convening or changing member=-
ship of the above boards.

(4) Administrative law. Concerned
with the solution of problems of admin-
istrative law arising in the administra-
tion of the Naval Establishment,

(i) General Affairs Branch advises and
prepares cpinions and correspondence on
a variety of questions arising in the in-
ternal administration of the Navy De-
partment and relating to naval person-
nel, reserve matters, training matters,
veterans’ affairs, administrative regula-
tions, and interdepartmental relations.
In addition, the branch cooperates with
the Office of Legislative Liaison in
the préparation and coordination of
comments on proposed legislation, Con-
gressional correspondence and related
matters.

(ii) Civilian Employee Affairs Branch
prepares opinions and correspondence on
questions relating primarily to the civil-
ian branch of the Naval Establishment,
nonappropriated fund instrumentalities
under the jurisdiction of the Department
of the Navy, quarters and rental housing
for military and civilian personnel, the
acceptance of gifts to the Navy, disposals
of Navy property under 10 U, S. C. 7308
and other disposals of property as re-
ferred -to the branch.
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(iii) Regulations Branch reviews for
legality proposed new material for, and
proposed changes in, manuals and other
regulatory publications of the Navy De-
partment, its Bureaus and Offices, and
Headquarters Marine Corps; prepares,
edits or reviews material for publication
in the FEpERAL REGISTER, the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, and the U. S. Govern=
ment Organization Manual, and main-
tains liaison for these purposes with the
Office of the Secretary of Defense and
the Federal Register Division of the
General Services Administration; the
head of the branch is the Federal Regis-
ter Liaison and Certifying Officer for the
Department of the Navy.

(iv) Fiscal and Taxation Branch com-
posed of the Pay and Allowances Section,
the Fiduciary Affairs Section and the
Taxation Section. The Pay and Allow-
ances Section considers questions of law
which relate to basic and special pay of
members of the naval service, subsist-
ence and quarters allowances, travel and
transportation, personal money allow-
ances, retirement pay, and problems
concerning dishursements. The Fiduci-
ary Affairs Section has cognizance over
cases involving the establishment and
administration of trusteeships over Navy
pay of mentally incompetent retired
naval personnel. The Taxation Section
handles tax problems involving the Naval
Establishment (including State and local
tax problems of naval personnel and of
the nonappropriated fund activities of
the Navy) except for matters handled
by the Office of the General Counsel.

(8) Litigation. Has Navy Department
responsibility for litigation, other than
admiralty and coritractual matters.

(i) One phase of this Division's work
is assisting the Department of Justice in
the preparation and defense of suits
involving the Department of the Navy
brought in U. S. District Courts. This
includes defending tort suits, criminal
prosecution of members of the Naval
Establishment (uniformed and civilian),
suits against officers and officials of the
Naval Establishment for actions arising
out of their official duties, habeas corpus,
injunctions and mandamus. This Divi-
sion also assists the Department of Jus-
tice in the defense of claims against the
Government arising in the Department
of the Navy and being litigated in the
Court of Claims. In furtherance of this
responsibility the Division obtains fact-
ual and technical information and as-
sists in the preparation of the Govern-
ment’s legal position, including the
preparation of legal briefs and memo-
randa. Additionally, the Division ob-
tains witnesses and documentary evi-
dence to be used in the trial of these
cases. Close liaison is maintained at
the working level with the Department
of Justice, United States Attorneys in
the field, all Bureaus and Offices in the
Navy Department, and with the other
divisions of the Judge Advocate General’s
Office.

(ii) Another phase of this Division’s
work involves representing the Depart-
ment of the Navy in its relations with
State and local authorities by acting on
requests by such authorities for the
delivery of naval personnel (1) as wit-
nesses in civil and criminal trials, (2)
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for prosecution of a criminal charge
where such personnel are within the
jurisdiction of the State desiring to
prosecute, and (3) for prosecution of a
criminal charge where such personnel
are outside the jurisdiction of the State
desiring to prosecute and extradition
proceedings are necessary.

(iii) In addition to producing the
records and information necessary to the
functions described in items (i) and
(i), the Division, as the designee of the
Secretary of the Navy, is charged with
the responsibility for the release of Navy
Department records and information
therefrom either in response to court
orders or in the absence thereof, as
provided in the 1955 Naval Supplement
to the Manual for Courts-Martial and
U. S. Navy Regulations 1948 revised (cf.
32 CFR Part 701).

(iv) Other duties of the Division in-
clude obtaining naval personnel and
Navy civilian employees as witnesses
pursuant to requests from the Depart-
ment of Justice in cases not involving the
Department of the Navy, processing ap-
plications for Presidential Pardons and
maintaining liaison with the United
States Pardon Attorney, arranging inter-
views of military and civilian personnel
when such information or interview per-
tains to matters in litigation or may
affect possible future litigation or is in
connection with matters arising out of
their official duties, accepting service of
subpoenas or other civil process directed
to the Secretary of the Navy 6r persons
in, the Naval Establishment in their
official capacity, furnishing addresses of
and answering inquiries regarding debts
incurred by naval personnel; and col-
lection and accounting connected with
fees charged for supplying documents,
records and information to certain non-
exempt individuals (32 CFR 144,1-144.8) .

(6) Personnel security. (i) reviews
cases under the civilian and the military
Personnel Security Program for legality
of the charges, compliance with the law
and regulations, and determination of
the sufficiency of the information on
which action or proposed action is
predicated; .

(ii) Makes available to local security
boards an examiner, a law specialist
trained in personnel security matters, to
attend the hearings, advise the boards
in security hearing procedures and in-
sure that all pertinent information is
developed and brought to the attention
of the board; and

(iii) Serves as a repository for the
precedents in all security matters. The
latter function involves a correlation of
actions taken by local commands in the
screening and hearing of cases in order
to establish uniform standards and to
avoid conflicting and confusing holdings.

(7T) Military personnel. Assigns of-
ficers detailed for duty in the Office of
the Judge Advocate General to appro-
priate billets within the Office and co--
ordinates with the Bureau of Naval Per-
sonnel the assignment of naval officers
designated as law specialists to legal bil-
lets within the Navy Department and
throughout the Operating Forces and
Shore Establishment (10 U. S. C. 806
(a)). The Division renders assistance

NOTICES

to the officers concerned in career plan-
ning, based on consideration of training
and experience of the individual officer,
billet requirements and all other factors
to bring about satisfaction, success and
efficient performance of duty. In addi-
tion, the Division handles security clear-
ances of officer personnel of the Office
and supervises the custody and control
of classified matter within the Office;
further, the Division maintains the of-
ficer personnel records and prepares all
necessary reports concerning officer
members of the Office.

(8) Administrative management.
Handles all matters relative to employ-
ment, management, and administration
of civilian personnel for the Office; main-
tains complete budget and accounting
programs for the Office including the Of-
fice of the Judge Advocate General sub-
head of the Department of Defense
Claims appropriation; administers the
legal publications program for the Of-
fice and for law specialists throughout
the Navy; maintains the law library in-
cluding legislative reference services;
maintains mail, records, supply and
management functions, including office
security, civilian personnel security
clearances, and work measurement and
statistics.

(9) Naval Reserve and legal assist-
ance. Supervises and coordinates the
organization and training of inactive-
duty law specialist officers of the Naval
Reserve who, fully organized and trained,
will constitute the reserve from which
will be drawn the officers to fill the addi-
tional legal billets required in time of
emergency expansion. The training of
law specialists is accomplished through
the media of lectures, correspondence
courses, training films, special courses in
naval justice, law seminars, conferences,
and annual active training duty cruises
of two weeks’ duration; a continuous “on
the job” training program is in operation
at the Office. The Division also super-
vises and coordinates legal assistance for
members of the naval service and their
dependents throughout the Naval Estab-
lishment in cooperation with national,
State and local bar associations and legal
aid organizations with whom the Division
maintains close liaison,

(10) Appellate defense. The officers
(law specialists) assigned to this Division
perform the stautory functions of appel-
late defense counsel for accused before
Boards of Review and the Court of Mili-
tary Appeals (10 U. S. C. 870).

(11) Military justice. Primarily as-
sists in carrying out the functions as-
signed to the office of the Judge Advocate
General by the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice (10 U. S. C. 801-940) in-
cluding the supervision of the adminis-
tration of military justice in the field and
the survey of operations under the Code.
There are five branches.

(i) Correspondence Branch answers
inquiries with respect to specific court-
martial cases; furnishes information to
Members of Congress and interested par-
ties, and advises as to the current status
of cases which have been received in
the office of the Judge Advocate Gen-
eral. 'This branch also, when required,

solicits pertinent information from the
field.

(ii) Advisory Legal Branch reviews
all decisions of Boards of Review to-
gether with the records of trial for legal-
ity and makes recommendations for cer-
tification of issues to the Court of Mili-
tary Appeals and recommends publica-
tion of certain cases. Prepares actions
for the exercise of clemency by the Sec-
retary of the Navy and the Judge Advo-
cate General under the Uniform Code
of Military Justice (10 U. S. C. 874).
Prepares charges and specifications for
general courts-martial ordered by the
Secretary of the Navy. Prepares orders
instructing convening authorities to take
action on court-martial sentences in ac-
cordance with decisions of Boards of Re-
view and the Court of Military Appeals
and any action taken thereon by the
Judge Advocate General or the Secretary
of the Navy. Prepares opinions on the
legality of court-martial trials. Initi-
ates actions to correct legal and proce-
dural errors in the administration of
naval justice. Prepares actions for the
Secretary of the Navy designating court-
martial convening authorities.

(iii) Review Branch reviews for legal
sufficiency the records of proceedings of
all general courts-martial in which the
sentence, as approved, does not affect
a general or flag officer, or does not ex-
tend to death, dismissal, discharge, or
confinement for one year or more, and
all special courts-martial (not including
a discharge) and summary courts-mar-
tial which have not been revieweq in
the field by a law specialist. Reviews
and makes recommendations to the
Judge Advocate General on petitions
for new trials.

(iv) Appellate Government Counsel
Branch represents the United States
when directed before Boards of Review
and the Court of Military Appeals.

(v) Court-Martial Records Branch is
responsible for receipt and control of
court-martial records. Promulgates de-
cisions and interlocutory orders qu
Boards of Review and the Court of Mili-
tary Appeals. Records statistical data
with respect to each case.

(12) Investigations. Reviews for le-
gal sufficiency the records of proceedings
of investigations and courts of inqu11’>'~
Disseminates the records to pertinent
offices and bureaus of the Department of
the Navy. Prepares appointing orders
for fact-finding bodies convened by the
Secretary of the Navy. Prepares opin-
ions on the legality of proceedings of
fact-finding bodies, and initiates action
to correct legal and procedural errors or
omissions in investigative matters.
Maintains liaison with the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration for the purpose of furnish-
ing information which it requests re-
garding injuries or deaths to naval per-
sonnel in order to determine eligibility
for pension benefits. Prepares opinions
on “line of duty” and ‘“misconduct” sta~
tus of naval personnel injured in non-
combat incidents. Prepares answers 10
inquiries from Members of Congress
next of kin, attorneys, insurance com-
panies and others relating to investiga~
tions and courts of inquiry.

(13) Editorial and. research. Organ:
izes opinions originating in the Office of
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the Judze Advocate General, prepares
digests for publication. Studies and co-
ordinates proposed changes to the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice (10 U. S. C.
801-940) and the Manual for Courts=
Martial. Marks law officer’s correspond-
ence course for Bureau of Naval Person-
nel. Also prepares questions and an-
swers for such courses and promotion
examinations when requested. Handles
special research and publication projects
as assigned. :

(14) Bureau of Naval Personnel Disci-
pline Liaison. Coordinates with the Bu-
reau of Naval Personnel the review of
court-martial sentences as to disciplinary
features: examines court-martial records
and sentences as to clemency, and makes
recommendations for the Chief of Naval
Personnel in these respects with a view
to maintain uniform standards and poli-
cies in disciplinary matters for mnaval
personnel.

Dated: April 25, 1957.

By direction of the Secretary of the
Navy.

[SEAL] CHESTER WARD,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Navy,

Judge Advocate General of the Navy.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3531; Filed, Apr, 30, 1957;
8:50 2. m.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

NEw MEXICO

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND
RESERVATION OF LANDS

APRIL 23, 1957.

The United States Department of
Agriculture has filed an application,
Sgrial No. New Mexico 023844, for the
withdrawal of lands described below,
from all forms of appropriation, includ-
ing mineral leasing and the general
mining laws.

The applicant desires the land for re-
search purposes in furtherance of the
McSweeney-McNary Act (45 Stat. 699, as
amended) ,

For a period of 30 days from the date
of publication of this notice, persons hav-
og cause may present their objections
I writing to the undeérsigned official of
the Bureau of Land Management, De-
partment of the Interior, P. O. Box 1251,
Santa Fe, New Mexico.

If circumstances warrant it, a public
hearing will be held at a convenient time
and place, which will be announced.

The determination of the Secretary
on the application will be published in
lf}e FeDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice
:el&r%e sent to each interested party of

arg'he lands involyed in the application

NEwW MEeX1C0 PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN

PINE FLAT EXPERIMENTAL AREA
TON,R.6E,
Sec. 7, SW1,SEY, :
Sec. 18, NE, <t
The area described aggregates 200 acres,

FEDERAL REGISTER

NO AGUA EXPERIMENTAL RANGE
T.29N.,,R.9E,
Sec. 32, N%;
Sec. 33, N,
The area described aggregates 640 acres,
CEBOLLA MESA EXPERIMENTAL RANGE

T.28N.,R. 12 E,,
Sec. 28, NW;;
Sec. 29, EV,NW;, NE%, NW;SE.
The area described aggregates 440 acres.
CLOUDCROFT EXPERIMENTAL FOREST

T.16S,R. 11 E,,
Sec.1,S1,SEY;;
Sec. 12,
T.158,R. 12 E,,
Sec. 25, S SEY:
Sec.36.
T.16S.,R.12E,
Sec. 7, Lot 4;
Sec. 16.
The area described aggregates 2120 acres.

E. R. SMITH,
State Supervisor,

[F. R. Doc. 57-3509; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:45 a. m.]

[Classification 20]
COLORADO
SMALL TRACT CLASSIFICATION

APRIL 23, 1957.

1. Pursuant to authority delegated to
me by Bureau Order No. 541, dated April
21, 1954 (19 F. R. 2473), I hereby classify
the following described public lands
totalling 69.96 acres, in Hinsdale County,
Colorado, as suitable for lease and sale
for residence and business site purposes
or public sale under the Small Tract Act
of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 609; 43 U. S. C.
682a), as amended, subject to valid exist-
ing rights and the provisions of existing
withdrawals:

NEwW MEexico PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, COLORADO

43 N, R. 4 W,
Sec. 15, lot 24;
Sec. 22, lots 5, 8 and 17.

Containing 69.96 acres which have not been
sub-divided into small tracts.

2. Classification . of the aboye-de-
scribed lands by this order segregates
them from all appropriations, including
locations under the mining laws, except
as to applications under the mineral
leasing laws.

3. The lands classified by this order
shall not become subject to appli-
cation under the Small Tract Act of
June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 699; 43 U. S. C.
682a), as amended, until it is so provided
by an order to be issued by an authorized
officer, opening the lands to application
or bid with a preference right to veterans
of World War II and of the Korean Con-
flict and other qualified persons entitled
to preference under the act of September
17, 1944 (58 Stat. 497; 43 U. S, C. 279-
284), as amended.

Max CAPLAN,
State Supervisor.
APRIL 23, 1957.

[F. R. Doc. 57-8510; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:45 4. m.]
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[C-016204, C-013676, C-014614]
COLORADO

RESTORATION ORDER UNDER FEDERAL POWER
ACT

APRIL 24, 1957.

Pursuant to®the following listed de-
terminations of the Federal Power Com=-
mission and in accordance with authority
delegated to me by the Director, Bureau
of Land Management, by section 2.5 of
Order No. 541, dated April 21, 1954 (19
F. R. 2473-2476) , it is ordered as follows:

Subject to valid existing rights and
the provisions of existing withdrawals,
the lands hereinafter described, so far
as they are withdrawn or reserved for
power purposes, are hereby opened to
disposition under the public land laws,
subject to the provisions of section 24 of
the Federal Power Act of June 10, 1920
(41 Stat. 1075; 16 U. S. C. 818), as
amended. .

Deter-
mina-
tion No,

Dates and types of Description of
withdrawal lands

DA-386 T.68,R.80W,,

Withdrawn temporarily
Sec. 3, 8}4SEN

Feb, 18, 1910, and con-
firmed July 2, 1010, as
Power Site Reserve No,
116 by executive order,

Power Site Reserve 124, | T.28, R. 00 W,,
approved July 2, 1910, Sec. 6, Lot 4,
and construed by Inter-
pretation No. 110, dated
May 12, 1928,

Power Site Classification | Ute  Meridian,
No. 392, approved July Colo.; 1. 2 8.,
20, 1048, R. 1 E,, Sec. 6,

Lots 5, 6, 7.

The above described lands contain
247.34 acres more or less of public land.
. The land described in DA-386 is about
two miles upstream from the town of
Glenwood Springs in Garfield County,
Colorado. The Colorado River, U. S.
Highway 6 and 24 and the Denver and
Rio Grande Railroad cross the tract. The
lands described in DA-391 lie east of the
South Fork of the White River, about 6
miles southeast of the town of Buford,
in Rio Blanco County, Colorado. The
lands described in DA-392 lie on the
north bank of the Gunnison River about
six miles downstream from the town of
Whitewater in Mesa County, Colorado.
The lands are only moderately accessible
and are topographically unfit for agri-
culture other than grazing. It is not
likely that any of the tracts are suitable
for homesites.

No application for the lands will be
allowed under the homestead, desert-
land, small tract, or any other nonmin-
eral public land law unless the lands have
already been classified as valuable or
suitable for such type of application, or
shall be so classified upon consideration
of an application. Any application that
is filed will be considered on its merits.
The lands will not be subject to occu-
pancy or disposition until they have been
classified.

The lands described will be subject to
application by the State of Colorado for
a period of 90 days beginning May 16,
1957 and ending August 15, 1957 for
right-of-way for public highways or as a
source of material for construction and
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maintenance of such highways, in ac-
cordance with and subject to the provi-
sions of section 24 of the Federal Power
Act, as amended.

Subject to any existing rights and the
requirements of applicable law, the lands
described are hereby opened to filing of
applications, selections, and locations in
accordance with the following:

a. The lands have been open to loca-
tion and entry under the United States
Mining Laws pursuant to the Act of
August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 683; 30 U. S. C.
621), and to applications and offers
under the Mineral Leasing Laws. Appli-
cations and selections under the non-
mineral public-land laws may be pre-
sented to the Manager mentioned below,
beginning on the date of this order.
Such applications and selections will be
considered as filed on the hour and re-
spective dates shown for the various
classes enumerated in the following
paragraphs:

(1) Applications by persons having
prior existing valid settlement rights,
preference rights. conferred by existing
laws, or equitable claims subject to al-
lowance and confirmation will be ad-
judicated on the facts presented in
support of each claim or right. All
applications presented by persons other
than these referred to in this paragraph
will be subject to the applications and
claims mentioned in this paragraph.

(2) All valid applications under the
homestead, desert-land, and small tract
laws by qualified veterans of World War
II or of the Korean Conflict, and by
others entitled to preference rights un-
der the act of September 27, 1944, (58
Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C. 279-284, as
amended), presented prior to 10:00 a. m.
on May 30, 1957 will be considered as
simultaneously filed at that hour.
Rights under such preference right ap-
plications filed after that hour and be-
fore 10:00 a. m. on August 29, 1957 will
be governed by the time of filing.

(3) All valid applications and selec-
tions under the nonmineral public-land
laws, other than those coming under
paragraphs (1) and (2) above, presented
prior to 10:00 a. m. on August 29, 1957
will be considered as simultaneously filed
at that hour. Rights under such appli-
cations and selections filed after that
hour will be governed by the time of
filing.

Persons claiming veterans’ preference
rights under paragraph a(2) above must
enclose with their applications proper
evidence of military or naval service,
preferably a complete photostatic copy
of the certificate of honorable discharge.
Persons claiming preference rights based
upon valid settlement, statutory prefer-
ence, or equitable claims must enclose
properly corroborated, statements in
support of their applications, setting
forth all facts relevant to their claims.
Detailed rules and regulations governing
applications which may be filed pursuant
to this notice can be found in Title 43
of the Code of Federal Regulations.

Inquires regarding the lands shall be
addressed to the Manager, Land Office,
Bureau of Land Management, 357 New

NOTICES

Custom House, Box 1018, Denver 1,
Colorado.
MAax CAPLAN,
State Supervisor.
[F. R. Doc. 57-8511; Filed, Apr, 30, 1957;
8:45 a. m.]

| Serial No. Idaho 06898]
IbpaHO
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

APRIL 22, 1957.

Notice is hereby given that public
hearing will be held at 10:00 a. m. on the
12th day of June next, in Room 104,
Bannock County Court House, as a hear-
ing of record, on the application of the
City of Alameda in order to afford all
parties in interest an opportunity to be
heard and to submit written brief to
show cause why the following-described
lands should or should not be sold to
the City of Alameda for a refuse dis-
posal area, in accordance with the terms
and provisions of the act of June 14,
1926 (44 Stat. 741), as amended by the
act of June 4, 1954 (68 Stat. 173; 43
U.S.C.869):

Boise MERIDIAN, IDAHO

T.6S.,R.35 E,, B.M,, Idaho,
Sec. 29, NW},NW1;
Sec. 30, 81, SW;, NEY;, EV,NEY,.

J. R. PENNY,
State Supervisor.

[F. R. Doc. 57-8533; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:50a.m.]

[Serial No. Idaho 08047]
InAHO

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND
RESERVATION OF LANDS; CORRECTION

APRIL 23, 1957.

A Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Reservation of Lands, Idaho 08047, by
the Atomic Energy Commission, dated
March 11, 1957, published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER March 19, 1957, Volume 22, No.
53, Page 1785, is hereby corrected to
include the following portions of lands
omitted previously:

Boise MERIDIAN, IDAHO

T.7N., R.30 E,,
Secs. 22 to 27 inclusive.
J. R. PENNY,
State Supervisor.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3534; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:51 . m.|

UTAx

NOTICE OF HEARING ON PROPOSED WITH~
DRAWALS ON PUBLIC LAND

APRIL 23, 1957.
Notice is hereby given that a public
hearing will be held beginning at 10:00
a. m., Wednesday, June 12, 1957, in the
Escalante Hotel, Cedar City, Utah. The
subject of the hearing will be the pro-

posed withdrawal of lands adjacent tp
Zion National Park, and the Capitg
Reef and Arches National Monuments,
as proposed by the National Park Service,
Department of the Interior.

The proposals would withdraw the
public domain lands described hereafter
from appropriation under the public land
laws, including the general mining laws,
The proposed withdrawals would retain
the lands in public ownership to preserve
and protect their scenic, natural and
recreational resources for the enjoyment
of the public, and promote administra-
tion of the existing withdrawals to which
they are pertinent. The lands proposed
for withdrawal as additions to these
parks and monuments contain scenic
attractions and are needed to facilitate
administration, public use and protec-
tion of the public park and monuments,
to provide a possible site for water sup-
ply and development, to provide a fixed
boundary along land lines, to protect rare
fossils, and for construction of access
roads to areas now relatively inaccessible,

The lands proposed for withdrawal are
described as follows:

For addition to Zion National Park:
SaLtT LAKE MERIDIAN

T.41S,R.10W.,
Sec. 28: E4NE4;
Sec. 29: Wia;
Sec. 31: All.

For addition to Capitol Reef Nafional
Monument:

SALT LAKE MERIDIAN

T.29S..R.5E.,

Sec. 1: Remainder of the section south of

right-of-way of State Highway No. 24,
T.295.R.6E.,

Secs. 5, 6 and 9: Remainder of the sections
south of the right-of-way of State High-
way 24;

Sec. 8: Remainder of the section south ‘of
the right-of-way of State Highway No.
24 except that portion south of Sulphuf
Creek;

Secs. 7 and 17: All that portion of the set-
tions north of Sulphur Creek;

Sec. 26 S, NW4, SW4.

T30S.,.R.TE,

Sec. 20: N, NEY;SEY;, N1 SWY;NEYSEW,
SE NEY,SE.

For addition to Arches National Monu~

ment:
SALT LAKE MERIDIAN

T.24S.R.21E,
Sec. 11: NEY4.

For a period of 30 days from the date
of publication of this notice, persons hav-
ing cause may present their objcgtxons
in writing to the undersigned official of
the Bureau of Land Management, De-
partment of the Interior, Post Office Box
No. 777, Salt Lake City 10, Utah.

The hearing will be open to attendangé
of opponents to the withdrawal whe®
they may state their views and to fof‘
ponents of the withdrawal who may ¢x-
plain its purpose, intent and extent; and
to all interested persons who desire 0
be heard on the subject. Those Who
desire to be heard in person at the hear
ing and those who desire to submit Wm;
ten statements should file notice thereo
not later than June 5, 1957, with fhe
State Supervisor, Bureau of Land Man-




Wednesday, May 1, 1957

agement, Federal Building, Post Office
Box No. 7717, Salt Lake City 10, Utah.

The determination of the Secretary
on the proposed withdrawals will be pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A sep-
arate notice will be sent to each inter-
ested party of record.

VAL B. RICHMAN,
State Supervisor.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3535; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:51a.m.]

[Serial No. Idaho 07789]
InpaHO

ORDER PROVIDING FOR RESTORATION
OF PUBLIC LANDS

ApriL 23, 1957.

Pursuant to section 16 of the Federal
Airport Act (60 Stat. 179; 49 U. S. C.
1115) the following described lands have
reverted to the United States:

Boisg MERIDIAN, IDAHO

T.8S,R.17E,
Sec. 22, N/, NW.

The area described totals 80 acres of
public lands.

The above lands are generally suitable
for agricultural development by the ap-
plication of water for irrigation. The
vegetative cover consists mainly of
cheatgrass and mustard with scattered
sagebrush, giant wildrye and crested
wheatgrass. The surface relief varies
from nearly level to gently undulating.
The elevation is 4,035 feet. The land is
located about three miles east of Jerome,
Jerome County, Idaho, in Idaho Grazing
District No. 5.

No application for these lands will be
allowed under the homestead, desert
land, small tract, or any nonmineral pub-
lic land law, unless the lands have
already been classified as valuable or
suitable for such type of application, or
shall be so classified upon consideration
of an application. Any application that
is filed will be considered on its merits.
The lands will not be subject to occu-
bancy or disposition until they have been
classified,

Subject to any valid existing rights
and the requirements of applicable laws,
the lands described herein are hereby
opened to filing of applications and selec-
tions ix; accordance with the following:

Applications and selections under the
nonmineral public land laws may be pre-
sented to the Manager mentioned below,
beginning on the date of this order. Such
applications and selections will be con-
sidered as filed on the hour and respec-
tive dates shown for the various classes
€numerated in the following paragraphs:

(1) Applications by persons having
brior existing valid settlement rights,
breference rights conferred by existing
laws, or equitable claims, subject to al-
lowance and confirmation will be adjudi-
cated on the facts presented in support
of each claim or right. All applications
Presented by persons other than those
Teferred to in this paragraph will be sub-
{?ct to the application and claims men-
‘oned in this paragraph.

FEDERAL REGISTER

(2) All valid applications under the
homestead, desert land and small tract
laws by qualified veterans of World War
II and, or, the Korean Conflict, and by
others entitled to preference rights un-
der the act of September 27, 1944 (58
Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C. 279 through 284,
as amended), presented prior to 10:00
a. m. on May 29, 1957, will be considered
as simultaneously filed at that hour.
Rights under such preference right ap-
plications filed after that hour and be-
fore 10:00 a. m. on August 28, 1957, will
be governed by the time of filing.

(3) All valid applications and selec-
tions under the nonmineral public land
laws others than those coming under
Paragraphs (1) and (2) above, presented
prior to 10:00 a. m. on August 28, 1957,
will be considered as simultaneously
filed at that hour. Rights under such
applications and selections filed after
that hour will be governed by the time
of filing.

Persons claiming veteran’s preference

. rights under Paragraph (2) above must

enclose with their applications proper
evidence of military or naval service,
preferably a complete photostatic copy
of the certificate of honorable discharge.
Persons claiming preference rights based
upon valid settlement, statutory prefer-
ence, or equitable claims must enclose
properly corroborated statements in sup-
port of their applications, setting forth
all facts relevant to their claims. De-
tailed rules and regulations governing
applications which may be filed pursuant
to this notice can be found in Title 43
of the Code of Federal Regulations.

Inquiries concerning these lands shall
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office,
Bureau of Land Management, P. O. Box
22317, Boise, Idaho.

J. R. PENNY,
State Supervisor.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3546; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:52 a, m.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
CRrAIG LIVESTOCK AUCTION ET AL.
POSTED STOCKYARDS

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
the Director, Livestock Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, United States
Department of Agriculture, under the
Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as
amended (7 U. S. C. 181 et seq.), on the
respective dates specified below, it was
ascertained that the livestock markets
named below were stockyards within the
definition of that term contained in sec-
tion 302 of of the act (7 U. S. C. 202)
and were, therefore, subject to the act,
and notice was given to the owners and
to the public by posting notice at the
stockyards as required by said section
302.

Name of Stockyard and Date of Posting
COLORADO

Craig Livestock Auction, Craig; March 21,
1957.

Alsbury’s Sales Pavilion, Glenwood Springs;
March 23, 1957.

3083

Rifle Sales Yard, Rifle; March 22, 1957.

Yampa Valley Livestock Sales, Steamboat
Springs; March 20, 1957.

H. & G. Livestock Commission Company,
Montrose; March 11, 1957,

IDAHO

Valley Livestock Commission Company,
Rupert; March 11, 18957,

IOWA

Humboldt Livestock Auction, Humboldt;
March 12, 1957,

Colfax Sales Company, Colfax;
1957,

Belle Plaine Sales Barn,
April 2, 1957.

Kalona Sales Barn, Kalona; April 2, 1957.

Fairfield Livestock Commission Company,
Fairfield; April 2, 1957,

Wapello Livestock Auction, Wapello; April
3, 1957.

Low Moor
April 3, 1957.

April 1,
Belle Plaine;

Sales Company, Low Moor;

LOUISIANA

Delhi Livestock Auction, Delhi; March 29,
1857.

Micelle’s Commission Yards, Lake Charles;
March 27, 1957.

Barnes' Commission Company,
Charles; March 28, 1957.

Avoyelles Livestock Commission Market,
Mansura; March 28, 1957.

West Monroe Livestock Auction, Inc., West
Monroe; March 29, 1957.

TEXAS

Mills County Commission Company, Gold-
thwaite; April 3, 1957.

Wills Point Livestock Commission Com-
pany, Wills Point; April 3, 1957,

Clarksville Auction Company, Clarksville;
April 1, 1957.

Gatesville Commission Company, Gates-
ville; March 19, 1957.

Clifton Livestock Commission Company,
Clifton; March 19, 1957.

Ranger Livestock Commission Company,
Ranger; March 18, 1957.

Stephenville Auction Company, Stephen-
ville; March 18, 1957.

Bryan Livestock Exchange, Bryen; March
18, 1957.

Madison County Livestock Commission
Company, Madisonville; March 18, 1957.

Lexington Livestock Commission, Lexing-
ton; April 3, 1957.

Austin Stockyards Corporation,
April 1, 1957.

Capital Livestock Auction Company, Aus-
tin; April 2, 1957.

Lockhart Livestock Auction Company,
Lockhart; April 4, 1957.

Columbus Livestock Commission Com-
pany, Columbus; April 2, 1957.

Grabow's Livestock Commission Company,
Brenham; April 3, 1957,

Producers Livestock Auction Company,
San Angelo; April 1, 1957,

San Angelo Livestock Auction Company,
San Angelo; April 1, 1957.

Menard County Commission Company,
Menard; April 2, 1957.

Mason Auction Company,
April 2, 1957.

The Heart of Texas Commission Company,
Brady: April 3, 1957.

Done at Washington, D. C., this 25th
day of April 1957.

[SEAL] DaAvip M. PETTUS,
Acting Director, Livestock Divi-
sion, Agricullural Marketing
Service.

[F. R. Doc. §7-3551; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:53 a, m.]

Lake

Austin;

Inc., Mason;
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MiowAy SALES CO. ET AL.
PROPOSED POSTING OF STOCKYARDS

The Director of the Livestock Division,
Agricultural Marketing Service, United
States Department of Agriculture, has
information that the livestock markets
named below are stockyards as defined
in section 302 of the Packers and Stock-
-yards Act, 1921, as amended (7 U. S. C,
202), and should be made subject to the
provisions of the act.

Midway Sales Company, Columbus Junc-
tion, ITowa.

Washington Livestock Sales
‘Washington, Iowa,

W. H. Hodges and Company,
Louisiana.

W. H. Hodges and Company, New Roads,
Louisiana.

W. H. Hodges and Company, Tallulah,
Louisiana.

La Grange Livestock Auction Company,
La Grange, Texas.

Notice is hereby given, therefore, that
the said Director, pursuant to authority
delegated under the Packers and Stock-
yvards Act, 1921, as amended (7 U. 8. C.
181 et seq.), proposes to issue a rule
designating the stockyards named above
as posted stockyards subject to the pro-
visions of the act, as provided in section
302 thereof.

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments concerning
the proposed rule may do so by filing
them with the Director, Livestock Divi-
sion, Agricultural Marketing Service,
United States Department of Agriculture,
‘Washington 25, D. C., within 15 days after
publication hereof in the FEDERAL REGIS~
TER.

Done at Washmgton, D. C., this 25th
day of April 1957.

[SEAL] DAvip M. PETTUS,
Acting Director, Livestock Di-
vision, Agricullural Market-
ing Service,

[F. R. Doc. §57-3550; Filed, Apr, 30, 1957;
8:53 a. m.]

Company,
Crowley,

[P. & S. Docket No. 425]
S1oux Crty STOCK YARDS CoO.

NOTICE OF PETITION FOR MODIFICATION OF
RATE ORDER

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as
amended (7 U. S. C. 181 et seq.), an order
was issued on June 28, 1956 (15 A. D.
671), continuing in effect to and includ-
ing August 2, 1958, an order issued on
July 28, 1953 (12 A. D. 853), authorizing
the respondent, Sioux City Stock Yards
Company, Sioux City, Iowa, to assess the
current temporary schedule of rates and
charges.

On April 18, 1957, respondent by its
attorney, filed a petition requesting that
the current temporary schedule of rates
and charges be modified in certain re-
spects, and that the respondent be au-
thorized to assess the current temporary
schedule of rates and charges, as so mod=
ified, to and including June 1, 1959. The
modifications requested by the respond-
ent are set forth below.

NOTICES
YARDAGE CHARGES
Present rate | Proposed rate
per head per head
Salable receipts (including
plants)
Cattle (except  bulls 700
pounds or over) . T $0.77 $0. 80
Bulls  (minimum 700
pounds) ... voeeenn iy 2 S d 1.10
Oalves........ a5 .45 A7
;T AV SRR YT N e T .29 30
Direct receipts
Cattle (except bulls 700
pounds or over)......... .39 .40
Bulls  (minimom 700 x
pounds) ... ... .39 .55
CAlVOE o s A e 23 oA
Resales by dealers for local
delivery
Cattle (except bulls 700
pounds or over). ... «21 .30
Bulls (minimum 700 I
poRnRdR) i 21 .40
Calves Ty 15 .19
10 S SRS S S S 08 .10
Resales by dealers for ship-
ment off market
Cattle (exeept bulls 700
pounds or over).. e .10 15
Bulls (minimum 700
poonas) il Sy Nl .10 220
6L R ERR e, Gl TN L 07 .09
k1 R IR SRR T 04 /.05
DIPPING OR SPRAYING
Present rate | Proposed rate
per head per head
BROBD: Suc it npnamasdens $0.07 (mini- | $0.10 (mini-
mum mum
$10.50). $15.00).
CLEANING AND DISINFECTING
Present rate | Proposed rate
(a) Pens and chutes:
Single load pen... .. £2.50. .....-.| $4.00.
Double load pen....| $4.00. ... $£6.00.
(‘hutes .............. $2.50....._.| $4.00.
................ 3a¢ per sq. ft.| 1i¢ per sq. ft.
(b) Trucks nnd traflers:
‘harges for use of
facilities:
Cleaning trucks | $0.25. ... $1.00.
and trallers,
Cleaning and | $0.50. ... $1.50,
washing trucks
or trailers.
© Charges for disin- | $0.25.c...... $0.50.
fecting—Trucks
or Wagons,
WEIGHING
Charges per draft. .eeeene.| $0.50. c e $1.00.

The respondent also requests that the
current schedule of rates and charges be
further modified to authorize it to put
into effect and assess the following
charges for the driving of livestock to
railroad chutes:

Cattle, bulls, calves, horses and /or mules,
$2.00 per car.

Hogs, sheep or goats, $1.00 per deck.

For more than 2 pens per car, $1.00 per
pen.

Driving charges not applicable on
through bill cars.

The modifications, if authorized, will
produce additional revenue for the re-
spondent and increase the cost of mar-
keting livestock. It appears, therefore,
that this public notice of the filing of the

petition and its contents should be given
in order that all interested persons may
have an opportunity to indicate a desire
to be heard in the matter.

All interested persons who desire to he
heard in the matter shall notify the
Hearing Clerk, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25,
D. C,, within 15 days after the publica-
tion of this notice in the Feperav
REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D. C., this 25th
day of April 1957.
[SEAL] Davin M. PerTUs,

Acting Director, Livestock Divi-
sion, Agricultural Marketing

Service.
[F. R. Doc 57-3523; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:48 a. m.]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
[Docket No. 50-46]
ACF INDUSTRIES, INC,

NOTICE OF PROPOSED ISSUANCE OF FACILITY
EXPORT LICENSE

Please take notice that the Atomic
Energy Commission (hereinafter ‘“the
Commission”) proposes to issue, on Form
AEC-250, the facility export license de-
scribed below unless within 15 days after
publication of this notice in the FeperaL
REGISTER, a request for a formal hearing
is filed with the Commission in the man-
ner prescribed by § 2.102 (b) of the Com-
mission’s rules of practlce (10 CFR Part
2).

- 1. Pursuant to section 104 (¢) of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (hereinafter
“the act”) and Title 10, CFR, Chapter
1, Part 50, “Licensing of Production and
Utilization Facilities,” and findings by
the Commission that (a) the reactor
proposed to be exported is a utilization
facility; (b)' the issuance of a license
for the export thereof is within the scope
of and is consistent with the terms of an
agreement for cooperation with the Re-
public of Italy; and (¢) the issuance of
an export permit to ACF Industries, In-
corporated, will not be inimical to the
common defense and security and to the
health and safety of the public, the Com-
mission will issue a license to ACF In-
dustries, Incorporated, 30 Church Street,
New York, New York, for the export of
a 5000-kilowatt tank-type, heavy water
cooled and moderated research reactor
described in the applicant’s license ap-
plication filed December 12, 1956. The
reactor is to be exported to the Comitato
Nazionale per le Ricerche Nucleari, an
agency of the Italian Republic.

2. The license will be subject to the
following conditions:

(a) Neither the license nor any right
under the license shall be assigned or
otherwise transferred in-violation of the
provisions of the act.

(b) The license will be subject to the
right of recapture or control reserved by -
section 108 of the act and to all other
provisions of the act, now or hereaffer
in effect, and to all rules and regulations
of the Commission.

(c) The license will be effective as of
the date of issuance thereof and shall
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expire on December 31, 1958, unless
sooner terminated.

Dated at Washington, D. C., this 25th
day of April 1957. -

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

H. L. PRICE,
Director,
Division of Civilian Application.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3532; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:50 a. m.]

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

CERTAIN PROFESSIONAL VETERINARIAN Po-
srrioNS THROUGHOUT THE CONTINENTAL
UniTED STATES, INCLUDING ALL TERRI-
TORIES AND POSSESSIONS, AND IN FOREIGN
COUNTRIES

NOTICE OF INCREASE IN MINIMUM RATES
OF PAY

Under the provisions of 'section 803
of the Classification Act of 1949, as
amended (68 Stat. 1106; 5 U. S. C, 1133),
pursuant to 5 CFR 25.103, 25.105, the
Commission has increased the minimum
rate of pay for all professional veteri-
narian positions at grade GS-7 and GS-
9 in the Veterinary Science Group,
GS-700-0. The new rate for GS-7 has
been set at $5,335 (the top step of the
grade) and for grade GS-9 at $6,115
(the sixth step of the grade). These
increases will be effective on the first
day of the first pay period which begins
60 calendar days after April 22, 1957,
and applies to these positions through-
out the continental United States, in-
cluding all territories and possessions,
and in foreign countries.

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
IcE COMMISSION,

Ww. C. HuLL,
Ezxecutive Assistant.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3536; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:51 a. m.]

[SEAL]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket No. 8685]
ComMPANTA ECUATORIANA DE AVIACION, S. A.
NOTICE OF PREHEARING CONFERENCE

In the matter of the application of
Compania Ecuatoriana de Aviacion, S. A.
under section 402 of the Civil Aeronautics
Act of 1938, as amended, for foreign air
carrier permit to engage in foreign air
transportation in scheduled and non-
Scheduled operations with respect to
mail, persons and property between the
Republic of Ecuador and Miami, Florida,
U. s A. via intermediate points.

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
Ing conference in the above-entitled ap-
blication is assigned to be held on May 7,
51)95'1. at 10:00 a. m., e. d. s, t., in Room

132, Commerce Building, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue NW., Washing-

;Zn. D. C,, before Examiner Ferdinand D.
oran,

19;)Plat.ed at Washington, D. C., April 26,

[seAL] Francis W, BROWN,
Chief Examiner.
[F. R. Doc. 57-3547; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957:
8:53a.m.]

FEDERAL REGISTER

[Docket No. 8689]
Lroyp Aereo COLOMBIANO
NOTICE OF PREHEARING CONFERENCE

In the matter of the application of
Lloyd Aereo Colombiano for a permit to
engage in foreign air transportation
pursuant to sections 402, 801 and 1102 of
the Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, as
amended, between a point or points in
Colombia and the intermediate point
Havana, Cuba and the terminal point
Miami, Florida.

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in the above-entitled ap=
plication is assigned to be held on May
3, 1957, at 10:00 a. m., e. d. s. t., in Room
1032, Temporary Building No. 5, Six-
teenth Street and Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, D. C., before Examiner
Barron Fredricks,

Dated at Washington, D. C., April 26,
19517.

[sEAL] Francis W. BROWN,

Chief Examiner,

[F. R. Doc. 57-35648; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:53 a. m.]

[Docket No. 8178]
Los ANGELES AIRWAYS, INC.
NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT OF HEARING

In the matter of the application of Los
Angeles Airways, Inc. under section 401
of the Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, as
amended, for approval of its temporary
certificate of public convgnience and
necessity for route No. 84 and for re-
newal of its exemption authority.

Notice is hereby given that the hearing
in the above-entitled proceeding hereto-
fore assigned for May 1, 1957, has been
postponed and will be held on May 21,
1957, at 10:00 a. m. (local time) in Room
229, U. S. Post Office and Court House
Building, 312 North Spring Street, Los
Angeles, California, before Examiner
Joseph L. Fitzmaurice.

Dated at Washington, D. C., April 26,
1957,

[SEAL] Francis W. BROWN,

Chief Ezxaminer.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3600; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:55 a. m.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
[Docket No. 11692]

ForMS USED BY THE SAFETY AND SPECIAL
RADIO SERVICES BUREAU

The Commission having under con-
sideration its “Inguiry on Adequacy and
Suitability of Forms Used in the Safety
and Special Radio Services,” released
May 1, 1956, inviting interested persons
to submit suggestions, any time prior to
a date to be later announced, on how the
various forms may be improved;

It further appearing, that comments
and suggestions have been received from
several persons and organizations;

It further appearing, that sufficient
time has elapsed in which interested per-
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sons could file comments and that the
public interest would be served by con-
cluding this proceeding as soon as
possible;

It is ordered, This 25th day of April
1957, that all comments or suggestions to
be submitted in this proceeding shall be
filed with the Commission on or before
June 3, 1957.

Released: April 26, 1957.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 57-3540; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:52 a.m.]

[Docket No. 11934; FCC 57M-415]
TEXAS TECHNOLOGICAL COLLEGE

STATEMENT AND ORDER CONCERNING
PREHEARING CONFERENCE

In re application of Texas Technologi=-
cal College, Lubbock, Texas, Docket No.
11934, File No. BPCT-2183; for a con-
struction permit for a new television
broadcast station.

Appearances. Vincent B. Welch, Esq.,
and Herbert E. Forrest, Esq., of Welch,
Mott & Morgan, 710 14th Street, NW.,
Washington, D. C., on behalf of Texas
Technological College.

David I. Kraushaar, Esq., on behalf of
Chief, Broadcast Bureau, Federal Com-~
munications Commission.

1. A prehearing conference called pur-
suant to the provisions of § 1.813 of the
Commission’s rules was held April 15,
1957. The parties attending were those
shown in the appearance clause above.

2. When the above case was originally
designated for hearing a conflicting ap-
plication by C. L. Trigg of Lubbock,
Texas, Docket No. 11935, sought a permit
for a television station to operate on
Channel 5 in Lubbock. On April 11,
1957, Trigg filed a petition to dismiss his
conflicting application without prejudice
and the other parties to the proceeding
consented to a grant of the relief therein
sought and to a waiver of the provisions
of §1.745 of the rules to permit imme-
diate consideration of the petition. On
April 12, 1957, the Chief Hearing Ex-
aminer granted the petition and dis-
missed the application without prejudice.
The above-entitled application was re-
tained in hearing status.

3. Counsel for Texas Technological
College agreed to dismiss all pending in-
terlocutory pleadings filed by him and to
file an amendment to his application so
as to expedite the matter involved in the
hearing.

It is ordered, This 23d day of April
1957, that further proceedings in this
maftter, including the hearing presently
scheduled for April 24, 1957, be continued
to a date to be established by subsequent
order pending further action by the ap-
plicant and the Commission.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEaLl MAaRY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 57-3541; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:52a.m.]
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[Docket No. 11960; FCC 57M-388]
[Network Study Committee Order 2]

NETWORK BROADCASTING
ORDER SCHEDULING HEARING

In the matter of study of radio and
television network broadcasting pursuant
to Delegation Order No. 10, dated July
20, 1955, and Network Study Committee
Order No. 1, dated November 21, 1955,
Docket No. 11960.

It is ordered, This 23d of April 1957,
that the investigatory proceeding pro-
vided for by the Order of the Commis~
sion adopted March 20, 1957 ((FCC
57-281) shall be instituted and carried
on for the purpose of taking testimony
and receiving evidence relating to the
inquiry set forth in Network Study Order
No. 1 (FCC 55M-978) and Public Notice
(FCC 55M-977), both adopted November
21, 1955. %

It is further ordered, That, in further-
ance of said inquiry James D. Cunning-
ham shall constitute a board within the
meaning of section 5 (d) (1) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended,
and shall convene an investigatory-hear-
ing at 10:00 a. m., on May 1, 1957, at the
Federal Court House, Foley Square, New
York, New York, and said James D, Cun-
ningham shall preside at said hearing,
shall take testimony, shall receive
evidence, shall make a record thereof,
shall certify the said record to the Net-
work Study Committee, and shall be em-
powered to perform all other acts and
duties in conection therewith as set forth
in the order of the Commission adopted

March 20, 1957 (FCC 57-281) as
aforesaid.
Released: April 24, 1957.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[SEAL] MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 57-3544; Filed, Apr., 30, 1957;
8:52 a. m.]

[Docket No. 12004]

CoMmMUNITY CAB
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

In the matter of Leonard M. and
Helen K. Stevenson d/b as Community
Cab, Lancaster, Pennsylvania, Docket
No. 12004; Order to show cause why the
license for Taxicab Radio Station KGB
733 should not be revoked.

There being under consideration the
matter of certain alleged violations of
the Commission’s rules in connection
with the operation of Taxicab Radio Sta-
tion KGB 733, licensed to Leonard M,
and Helen K. Stevenson, d/b as Com-~
munity Cab, Union Station, 28-36 East
Chestnut Street, Lancaster, Pennsyl-
vania;

It appearing, that, pursuant to § 1.401
of the Commission’s rules, notices of vio-
lations of the Commission’s rules con-
cerning the operation of such radio
station were mailed to the licensee as
follows:

. (a) Notice dated October 26, 1956,
specifying that said licensee violated

NOTICES

§ 16.160 (a) of the Commission’s rules by
failing to make available for inspection
on October 16, 1956, the records of trans-
mitter measurements required to be
made by § 16.108; and

(b) Notice dated December 21, 1956,
specifying that said licensee had failed
to comply with § 16.159 of the Commis-
sion’s rules by failing to respond to the
above-mentioned notice dated October
26, 1956; and

It further appearing, that, despite a
letter of warning sent to the licensee by
certified mail on March 18, 1957, and
received by the licensee’s agent on March
19, 1957, in which the above-mentioned
violations were specified again, and the
licensee was requestéed to notify the
Commission within fifteen (15) days
from date of receipt of such letter of the
steps taken to bring the operation of the
radio station into compliance with the
Commission’s rules, to date no explana-
tion or other response has been received
from the licensee:

It is ordered, This 25th day of April
1957, pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 312 (a) (2), (4) and (¢) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, that the said Leonard M. and
Helen K. Stevenson show cause why the
aforesaid taxicab radio station license
should not be revoked and appear and
give evidence in respect thereto at a
hearing * to be held at the offices of the
Commission in Washington, D. C., com~
mencing at 10:00 a. m. on the 5th day of
June 1957, and

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary send a copy of this Order by Certi-
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to
the said Leonard M. and Helen K.
Stevenson, d/b as Community Cab,
Union Bus Depot, 36 East Chestnut

' Street, Lancaster, Pennsylvania.

Released: April 26, 1957.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[SEAL] MAaRrY JANE MORRIS,
‘Secretary.
[F. R. Doc, 57-3545; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:52 a. m.]

i Section 1.402 of the Commission’s rules
provides that in order to have the oppor-
tunity to appear before the Commission at
the time and place specified in an Order to
Show Cause, a licensee shall within thirty
(30) days from the date of the receipt of a
Show Cause Order submit a written state-
ment iInforming the Commission whether
sald licensee will appear at the designated
hearing and present evidence upon the mat-
ters specified, or whether the rights to such
& hearing are waived. Walver of the hearing
may be accompanied by a statement setting
forth the reasons why the licensee believes
that an Order of Revocation should not be
issued. A walver unaccompanied by such
a statement will be deemed to be an admis-
sion of the allegations specified in the Order
to Show Cause. Failure to respond to a
Show Cause Order within the above-men-
tioned thirty (30) day period, or, having in-
formed the Commission in writing within
the above-mentioned thirty (80) day period
that the licensee will appear at the hearing
and present evidence upon the matter speci-
fied and then failing to appear at the hearing,
will be deemed to be a walver of the right
to a hearing and an admission of the allega-
tions specified in the Order to Show Cause,

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. G-9080 ete.]
REPUBLIC NATURAL GaAs Co. ET AL,

NOTICE OF APPLICATIONS AND DATE OF
HEARING

APRIL 25, 1957,

In the matters of Republic Natural
Gas Company,” Docket No. G-9080;
Aladdin Petroleum Corporation,' Docket
No. G-9113; A. W. Cherry et al.* Docket
No. G-9963; The New Drilling Company,
Docket No. G-10113; The Bradley Pro-
ducing Corporation, Docket No. G-10283;
The Texas Company, Operator, Docket
No. G-10339; Union Pacific Railroad
Company, Docket No. G-10476; Cities
Service Oil Company, Docket No. G-
10483; Kerr-McGee Oil Industries, Inc..
Docket No. G-10720; Mrs. Nellie Virginia
Kelley, Dockét No. G-10856; Murphy
Corporation, Docket No. G-10971; Phil-
lips Petroleum .Company, Docket Nos.
G-10978, G-11177, G-11376, G-11401,
G-11472; The Atlantic Refining Com-
pany, Docket No. G-11499; Sun Oil Com-
pany, Docket Nos. G-10984, G-11072,
G-11199, G-11251, G-11299; Shell Oil
Company, Docket Nos. G-10987, G-
11242, G-11408, G-11508; M. B. Rud-
man et al.’ Docket No. G-10993; The
Superior Oil Company, Docket Nos. G-
11004, G-11074; Natural Gasoline Cor-
poration, Docket No. G-11011; Warren
Petroleum Corperation, Operator, Dock-
et No. G-11012; Warren Petroleum
Corporation, Operator, et al.,* Docket No.
G-11013; Walter Kuhn, Operator, et al.
Docket No. G-11027; Clegg & Hunf,
Operator, et al.,’ Docket No. G-11035;
J. P. Neill et al.,) Docket No. G-11045;
Kerins & Hickey, Docket No. G-11058;
Barnwell Producfion Company, Opera-
tor," Docket No. G-11078; J. R. Cone,
Operator, Docket No, G-11098; Edwin
L. Cox, Docket No. G-11100; Sunray
Mid-Continent Oil Company, Docket
No. G-11122; Union Gas Corporation,
Docket No. G-11170; Parker Petroleum
Company, Inc., Docket No. G—11176:.
City Products Corporation et al,
Docket No. G-11187; H. L. Brown, Oper-
ator, et al.,”” Docket No. G-11191; Shore
Exploration Company et al.,”* Docket No.
G-11194; Leonard W. Phillips, Docket
No. G-11201; Pan American Petroleum
Corporation,” Docket Nos. G-11208,
G-11479, G-11511; Carnes W. Weavel,
Docket No. G-11209; Tidewater Oil
Company, Docket No. G-11212; Gene-
vieve Tarlton Dougherty et al.,” Dockeﬁ
No. G-11220; Skelly Oil Company,
Docket Nos. G-11226, G-11240, G-11379,
G-11418, G-11429; Pan American Pe;
troleum Corporation, Operator, et al,
Docket No. G-11231; Forest Oil Corpora-
tion, Operator, et al,* Docket No. G-
11233; Tom Cook, Jr., Operator, et al,
Docket No, G-11238; Gulf Oil Corpora-
tion, Docket No. G-11241; J. Frank
Brown, Operator,” Docket. No. G-11250;
Cabot Carbon Company, Docket No. G-
11517; Highland Oil Company, Dockel
No. G-11255; McCall Drilling Company,
Inc., Docket No. G-11256; Russell Ma-
guire, Operator, et al.” Docket No. G-
11264; Paul Shaffer, Operator, et al,

See footnotes on p. 3088.
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Docket No. G-11273; Western Pocahon-
tas Corporation, Docket No. G-11281;
John H. Grimm, Operator, et al*
Docket No. G-11282; Union 0il Company
of California, Docket No. G-11292;
James Doughty, Operator, et al.,” Docket
No. G-11297; John W. Mecom, d. b. a.
Mecom Petroleums, Docket No. G-11370;
The Atlantic Refining Company, Oper-
ator, et al,® Docket No. G-11407; Ethel
May Neal Lewis et al.,* Docket No. G-
11410: Harrell Drilling Company, Docket
No. G-11412; Realitos Oil Company,
Docket No. G-11413; George Jackson,
Docket Nos. G-11416, G-11417; Nortex
0il and Gas Corporation, Operator, et
al,” Docket No. G-11419; Hurt Oil Com-~
pany, Ltd., Operator, et al.,” Docket No.
(G-11421; Christie, Mitchell and Mitchell,
et al.,” Docket No. G-11430; C. V. Lyman,
d. b. a. Lyman-Damascus Operations,
Docket No, G-11435; Nue-Wells Pipe
Line Company, Docket No. G-11436;
Flournoy Drilling Company, Operator, et
al,* Docket No. G-11437; Sam SKkKlar,
Trustee, Operator, et al.,” Docket No.
G-11438; J. Frank Brown, Operator,”
Docket No. G-11441; R. J. Braden et al,,
Docket No. G-11451; A. M. Cooper et al.,
Docket No. G-11452; Commercial Gas
Company, Docket No. G-11453; Hays
and Company, Inc., Agent for S. A. Hays
Lease, Docket No. G-11454; Claud B.
Hamill, Docket No. G-11455; Getty Oil
Company, Docket No. G-11461; Elk
River Coal & Lumber Company, Docket
No. G-11462; Halbert, Jennings, and
Simic, Operator, et al.,” Docket No. G-
11463; Halbert, Jennings, and Simic,
Operator, et al.,” Docket No. G-11454;
Bert Fields et al.,” Docket No. G-11473;
M. F. Powers, Docket No. G-11474; Na-
tional Cooperative Refining Association,
Operator,” Docket No. G-11482; Frank
Zickefoose,” Docket No. G-11485; Colo-
rado Oil and Gas Corporation, Docket
No. G-11489; Rock Hill Oil Company,
Operator, et al.* Docket No. G-11494;
T. J. Neal, Docket No. G-11496; Halbert,
Jennings and Simie, Operator, et al.”
Docket No. G-11498; Cain & Smith Gas
Company No. 1, Docket No. G-11501;
D. W. Law et al., by Hays and Company,
Agent,” Docket No. G-11502; John E.
Lydle, Docket No. G-11509; Amerada
» Petroleum Corporation, Docket No. G-
11524; The Texas Company, Docket No.
G-11534; Greenbrier Oil Company,”
Docket No. G-11558.

Each of the above Applicants has filed
an application for a certificate of public
tonvenience and necessity®pursuant to
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, author-
izing the respective Applicants to render
Services as hereinafter described, subject
‘o the jurisdiction of the Commission, all
4 more fully represented in their re-
Spective applications which are on file
With the Commmission and open for
public inspection.

i Applicants produce and propose to sell
s'attural gas for transportation in inter-
bgoi- commerce for resale as indicated

Docket No. G-; Location of Field; and Buyer

9080, 9113; Yellowstone Field, Woods

.g[?,‘l';_“y' Oklahoma; Cities Service Gas Com-

—
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9963; Camrick Southeast Gas Pool, Texas
and Beaver Counties, Oklahoma; Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America,

10113; Pawnee Creek Fleld, Logan County,
Colorado; Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc.

10283; Camrick Southeast Gas Pool, Beaver
County, Oklahoma; Natural Gas Pipeline
Company of America.

10339, 10476; Table Rock Field, Sweetwater
County, Wyoming; Colorado Inferstate Gas
Company.

10483; Underwood Field, Lavaca County,
Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission Company

10720; West Panhandle Field, Hutchinson
and Moore Counties, Texas; Phillips Petro-
leum Company.

10856; Panhandle Field, Carson County,
Texas; Kerr-McGee Ofl Industries, Inc.

10971; Ruston Field, Lincoln Parish, Loui-
siana; Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company.

10978; Keyes Fileld, Cimarron County,
Oklahoma; Colorado Interstate Gas Com-

pany.

10984; Pistol Ridge Field, Forrest County,
Mississippi; United Gas Pipe Line Company.

10987; Various  fields " in Plaquemines
Parish, Louisiana; Tennessee Gas Transmis-
sion Company.

10993; Hagist Ranch Field, Duval County,
Texas; Texas Eastern Transmission Corpo-
ration,

11004; Rhodes Field, Barber County,
Kansas; Cities Service Gas Company.

11011, 11012; Southeast Houma Field, Ter-
rebonne Parish, Louisiana; United Fuel Gas
Company.

11013; Northeast Rayne Field, Acadia Par-
ish, Loulisiana; United Fuel Gas Company.

11027; Houston Field, Morton County,
Kansas; Northern Natural Gas Company.

11035; Marrs McLean and Gilbert Woods
Field, Jefferson County, Texas; Texas Gas
Corporation.

11045; Coffman Lease, Andrews County,
Texas; Phillips Petroleum Company.

11058; Unnamed field in Clarion and Jef-
ferson Counties, Pennsylvania; United Nat-
ural Gas Company.

11072; Prairle Field, Hansford County,
Texas; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com-

pany.

11074; Big Springs Field, Deuel County,
Nebraska; Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc.

11078; Bethany Field, Harrison and Panola
Counties, Texas; United Gas Pipe Line
Company.

11098;. Jalmat Gas Pool, Lea County, New
Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas Company.

11100; Tucker Unit, Morton County, Kan-
sas; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company.

11122; Laverne Field, Harper County, Okla-
homa; Colorado Interstate Gas Company.

11170; Washington District, Calhoun
County, West Virginia; Hope Natural Gas
Company.

11176; South Blunk Field, Sternberger No.
1 Well, Barber County, Kansas; Cities Service
Gas Company.

11177; Willow Springs Field, Gregg County,
Texas; Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora-~
tion.

11187; South Blunk Field, Barber County,
Kansas; Cities Service Gas Company.

11191; Hordes Creek Field, Goliad County,
Texas; Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora-
tion.

11194; Viduari TField, Refugio County,
Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission Com-

pany.

11199; Eumont Field, Lea County, New
Mexico; Permian Basin Pipe Line Company.

11201; Carthage Field, Panola County,
Texas; United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11208 Panhandle Fileld, Carson County,
Texas; Skelly Oil Company.

11209; Cabeza Creek Field, Goliad County,
Texas; United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11212; Singley Pool, Meade County, Kansas;
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company.

. Oklahoma;
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11220; Hidalgo Area, Hidalgo County,
Texas; Coastal States Gas Producing Com-

pany.

11226; Greenwood Field, Baca County,
Colorado; Colorado Interstate Gas Company.

11231; East Maxine Field, Live Oak County,
Texas; Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipe Line
Company.

11233; North Maxie Field, Acadia Parish,
Louisiana; United Fuel Gas Company.

11238; Keasler Gas Unit, North Lansing
Field, Harrison County, Texas; Texas Eastern
Transmission Corporation.

11240; Texas “Q' Lease, Univ. Lands, An=-
drews County, Texas; El Paso Natural Gas
Company. .

11241; Eumont and Jalmat Gas Pools, Lea
County, New Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas
Company.

11242; Farnsworth Fleld, Ochiltree County,
Texas; Northern Natural Gas Company.

11250; Matewan Field, Magnolia District,
Mingo County, West Virginia; United Fuel
Gas Company.

11251; West Sullivan Field, Starr County,
Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission Com-
pany.

11255; Government Wells Fleld, Duval
County, Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission
Company.

11256; Murphy District, Ritchie County,
West Virginia; Hope Natural Gas Company.

11264; Whiterock Field, Noble County, Ok«
lahoma; Cities Service Gas Company.

11273; Jefferson District, Nicholas County,
West Virginia; Columbian Carbon Company.

11281; Slab Fork District, Wyoming County,
West Virginia; Amere Gas Utlitles Corpora-
tion.

11282; Unnamed fleld in Grant County,
Consolidated Gas Utilities Cor=
poration,

11292; Unnamed field in Hansford County,
Texas; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com-

pany.

11297; Fagan Field, Refuglo County, Texas;
United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11299; Caplen Field, Galveston County,
Texas; Texas Gas Pipe Line Corporation.

11370; West Delta Farms Field, La Fourche
Parish, Loulsiana; Tennessee Gas Transmis-
sion Company.

11376; Panhandle Field, Carson County,
Texas; Kerr-McGee Oil Industries, Inc.

11379; Fields in Edwards County, Eansas;
Northern Natural Gas Company.

11401; Unnamed fleld (Wesmoreland B-1
Unit), Texas County, Oklahoma; Kansas-
Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc.

11407; Melrose Field, Goliad County, Texas;
United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11408; Greenwood Field (Burkhardt No. 1
Gas Unit), Baca County, Colorado; Colorado
Interstate Gas Company,

11410; Maxie Field, Forrest County, Mis-
sissippi; United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11412; Hidalgo Field, . Hidalgo County,
Texas; Coastal States Gas Producing Com=-

pany.

11413; La Copita Field, Starr County, Texas;
Tennessee Gas Transmission Company.

11416, 11417; Southwest District, Doddridge
County, West Virginia; Carnegie Natural Gas
Company.

11418; Langlie Mattix Field, Lea County,
New Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas Company.

11419; Cabeza Creek Area, Goliad County,
Texas; United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11421; North Buna Field, Jasper County,
Texas; Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora-
tion.

11429; East Guthrie Lake Field, Logan
County, Oklahoma; Champlin Oil & Refining
Company,

11430; Caplen Field Area, Galveston County,
Texas; Texas Gas Corporation.

11435; Mary Field, Jim Wells County, Texas;
Tennessee Gas Transmission Company,

11436; Mary Field, Jim Wells County, Texas;
Transports for account of C. V. Lyman, d. b. a.
Lyman-Damascus Operations.
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'11437; Mary Field, Jim Wells County, Texas;
C. V. Lyman, d. b. a. Lyman-Damascus Oper=
ations.

11438; Willow Springs Field, Gregg County,
Texas; Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company.

11441; Matewan and Magnolia Districts,
Mingo County, West Virginia; United Fuel
Gas Company.

11451; Union District, Upshur County, West
Virginia; Hope Natural Gas Company.

11452; Acreage in Lafayette District,
Pleasant County, West Virginia; Hope Natural
Gas Company. ]

11453; Triadelphia District, Logan County,
West Virginia; Hope Natural Gas Company.

11454; Lee District, Calhoun County, West
Virginia; Hope Natural Gas Company.

11455; Arkansas City Field, Starr County,
Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission Company.

11461; Langlie-Mattix Field, Lea County,
New Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas Company.

11462; Acreage In Buffalo and Henry Dis-
tricts, in Clay County; Hamilton, Summer=
ville and Grant Districts, Nicholas County,
West Virginia; Equitable Gas Company.

11463; Unnamed field in Logan County,
Colorado; Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc.

11464; Cotton Valley Field, Weld County,
Colorado; Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc.

11472; Hugoton Field, Texas County, Okla-
homa; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com-
pany.

11473, Waskom Field, Harrison and Pan-
ola Counties, Texas; Texas Eastern Trans-
mission Corporation.

11474; Hugoton TField, Kearny County,
Kansas; Citles Service Gas Company.

11479; Langlie-Mattix, House, Eaves, West
Dollarhide, Fowler, Eumont and Jalmat
Fields, Lea County, New Mexico; El Paso
Natural Gas Company.

11482; Carver-Robbins Field, Pratt County,
Eansas; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com-
pany.

11485; Acreage in Union District, Ritchie
County, West Virginia; Equitable Gas Com-
pany.

11489; Deckers Prarie Field, Montgomery
and Harris Counties, Texas; Tennessee Gas
Transmission Company,

11494; Calallen Field, Nueces County,
Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission Com-
pany.

11496; Maxie-Pistol Ridge Field, Forrest,
Lamar and Pearl River Counties, Mississippi;
United Gas Pipe Line Company.

11498; Cotton Valley Field, Weld County,

Colorado; Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc.
11499; Riverton Dome Field, Fremont

County, Wyoming; Northern Utilities Com-
pany.

11501; Acreage in Sheridan District, Cal-
houn County, West Virginia; Hope Natural
Gas Company.

11502; Acreage in Reedy District, Wirt
County, West Virginia; Godfrey L. Cabot,
Ine.

11508; Springdale Field, Logan County,
Colorado; Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc.

11509; AcreAge in Union District, Ritchie
County, West Virginia; Carnegie Natural Gas
Company,

11511; Kansas Greenwood Field, Morton
County, EKansas; Colorado Interstate Gas
Company.

11517; Hugoton Field, Texas County, Okla-
homa; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com-
pany.

11524; Eumont Field, Lea County, New
Mexico; Permian Basin Pipeline Company.

11534; Camrick Southeast Field, Texas and
Beaver Counties, Oklahoma; Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America.

11558; Jack Herbert Field, Upton County,
Texas; El Paso Natural Gas Company. -

NOTICES

These matters should be heard on a
consolidated record and disposed of as
promptly as possible under the applicable
rules and regulations and to that end:

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held on May 27,
1957, at 9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t., in a hearing
room of the Federal Power Commission,
441 G Street NW., Washington, D. C.,
concerning the matters involved in and
the issues presented by such applications:
Provided, however, That the Commission
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis-
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the
provisions of § 1.30 (¢) (1) or (2) of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Commis-
sion, Washington 25, D. C., in accord-
ance with the rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before
May 13, 1957. Failure of any party to
appear at and participate in the hearing
shall be construed as waiver of and con-
currence in omission herein of the in-
termediate decision procedure in cases
where a request therefor is made.
Under the procedure herein provided for,
unless otherwise advised it will be un-
necessary for Applicants to appear or be
represented at the hearing.

[sEAL] HeENRY R. DOMERS,
Acting Secretary.

1 Applications in Docket Nos. G-9080 and
G-9113 cover two separate ratification agree-
ments of basic contract dated June 11, 1954,
between Champlin Refining Company (now
Champlin Oil & Refining Company), et al.,,
and Cities Service Gas Company. In each
instance, Applicant and Cities Service are
both signatory parties to the ratification
agreement. Champlin, Operator of the
George No. 1 Well in which Applicants each
own a working interest, was authorized in
Docket No. G-6613 covering basic contract.

2A. W. Cherry is filing for himself and as
Agent for J. Blair Cherry and G. W. Hall. Ap-
plicants are signatory seller parties to three
separate ratification agreements dated De-
cember 23, 29, and 30, 1955, respectively,
which have also been signed by the pur-
chaser. The application covers three ratifica-
tion agreements of a basic contract dated
November 7, 1955, between The Carter Oil
Company and Natural Gas Pipeline Company
of America. The Carter Oil Company, Oper-
ator, was authorized in Docket No. G-8765
covering basic contract.

*M. B. Rudman and Rose Rudman, inde-
pendently and as the independent executrix
of the estate of I. Rudman, deceased, are
both signatory seller parties to the gas sales
contract dated May 1, 1056.

4« Warren Petroleum Corporation, Operator,
is filing for itself and on behalf of General
Gas Corporation who are the only signatory
seller parties to the gas sales contract dated
July 26, 1956. As Operator, Warren lists the
owners of working interests in the Navarre
Unit as follows: Warren Petroleum Corpora-
tion, Operator, Geneéral Gas Corporation, and
Sun Oil Company.

& Walter Kuhn, Operator, is filing for him-
self and on behalf,of Asa L. Henson and E.
Buddrus and each is a signatory party to its
own ratification agreement dated ‘September
14, April 6, and September 14, 1956, respec-
tively, of a basic contract dated February 9,

1955, between Northern Natural Gas Com-
pany (Buyer) and The Texas Company
(Seller). The Texas Company was author.
ized in Docket No. G-8609 to sell gas under
the basic contract.

¢Clegg and Hunt, Operator, is filing for
itself and on behalf of 17 nonoperating
owners of working interests listed in the
application. With the exception of Robert
F. Ball and the Standard Olil Company of
Texas, all are signatory seller parties to the
gas sales contract dated August 13, 1956,
Also, there are five signatory seller parties
to the contract who are not listed in the
application as owners of working Interests,

7 J. P. Neill is filing for himself and on be-
half of George H. Marsh. Both are signatory
seller parties to the gas sales contract dated
June 28, 1956.

S Barnwell Production Company, Operator,
is filing for itself and on behalf of numerous
operators. Application lists nonoperators
and the percentage of interest of each (in-
cluding Operator’s) in the Barker-Lentz Unit,
Newson Unit No. 1, and the Richard Blick
Unit No. 1. Barnwell is a partnership com-
posed of R. 8. Barnwell, Sr., and R. S. Barn-
well, Jr.,, who are the only signatory seller
parties to the gas sales contract involved
herein. <

® City Products Corporation, Leo T. Crowley,
L. L. McCoy and R. C. Muckerman are filing
individually and all are signatory seller
parties to the gas sales contract involved
herein.

19 H. L. Brown, Operator, is filing for him-
self and the nonoperators, W. R. Wheeler and
Albert Plummer. All are signatory seller
parties to the gas sales contract involved
herein covering production from the Kaufl-
man “A'" and “C" Leases.

1 Shore Exploration Company, Holly Devel-
opment Company, Field Drilling Company,
W. Earl Rowe, P. G. Northrup, Field M.
Davis, and Joe W. Bates are filing for thelr
individual interests in the J. F, Welder Heirs
Lease. All are signatory seller parties to the
gas sales contract dated March 7, 1956.

32 Original application filed by Stanolind
Oil and Gas Company. Eflective February
1, 1957, Stanolind changed its name to Pan
American Petroleum Corporation.

18 Genevieve Tarlton Dougherty, Dudley T.
Dougherty, Mae Dougherty Carr, Raphael
Dougherty Vaughan, and Ben F. Vaughan,
Jr., Operators, are filing for themselves and
on behalf of Edinburg Improvement Associa-
tion, the only nonoperator. All are signatory
seller parties to the Gas Sales Contract
involved herein.

i Supplement to application in Docket No.
G-11240 which was filed on November B,
1956, amends application by adding addi-
tional acreage which is dedicated to the
basic contract dated September 27, 1956, by
a supplemental agreement dated October 22,
1956.

% Original application filed by Stanolind
Oll and Gas Company. Effective February 1,
1957, Stanolind changed its name to Fan
American Petroleum Corporation. Pan
American, Operator of the H. O. Duty Ga§
Unit s filing for itself and on behalf of the
nonoperator, Midstates Ofl Corporation.
Both are signatory seller parties to the gas
sales contract involved herein.

1t Forest Oil Corporation, Opérator, is filing
for itself and on behalf of the following non-
operating owners of working interests: SIg-
nal Ofl & Gas Company, Hancock Exploration
Company, Rockefeller Brothers, Inc., Joseph
P. Kennedy, and Astor & Company. All ar¢
signatory seller parties to the gas sales con=
tract dated July 10, 19586.

11 Tom Cook, Jr., Operator, is filing for him=
self and on behalf of the following nonope™
ating owners of working interests: Tom
Cook, Jr,, John C. Whitaker, Emmett John-
son, Charles W. Lutes, W. A. Hewell, ““‘3
United Drilling Company. The remainder 0
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the working Interest is owned by The Atlan-
tic Refining Company, which company is not
covered by the application in Docket No.
G-11238. Tom Cook, Jr., John C, Whitaker,
Charles W. Lutes, Fred Deutsch H. J. Bissell,
Emmett Johnson, and W. A, Hewell are signa-
tory seller parties to the gas sales. contract
dated September 24, 1956, involved herein.

#J, Frank Brown, Operator, is filing for
himself and lists in the application numer-
ous nonoperators together with the percent-
age of working interest of each. J. Frank
Brown is the only signatory seller party to
the gas sales contract dated April 4, 1956.

“Russell Maguire, Operator, is filing for
himself and lists nonoperators as follows:
Russell Maguire, Operator, Alco Valve Com-
pany and George Stimmel. All are signatory
seller parties to the gas sales contract dated
September 13, 1956.

» Paul Shaffer, Operator, is filing for him-
self and lists numerous nonoperators. Aill
are signatory seller parties to the amenda-
tory agreement dated July 26, 1956, which
adds additional acreage to a basic contract
dated November 15, 1955. Paul Shaffer,
Operator, was authorized in Docket No.
G-9859 covering basic contract.

% John H. Grimm, Operator, is filing for
himself and on behalf of the following non-
operators: Homer R. Wharton, Foster Estes,
Charles Turner, Emma R. Turner, V. B. Lik-
ins, and Clement L. Hirsch, All are signa-
tory seller parties to the gas sales contract
dated September 26, 1956.

=James Doughty, Operator, is filing for
himself and on behalf of the following non-
operators: J. M. Frost, Jr., V. W. Frost, C. M.
Frost, and Mrs. Elaine S. White. All are
signatory seller parties to the amendatory
agreement dated August 20, 1956, which adds
additional acreage to the basic contract
dated October 7, 1949, as amended and rati-
fied between James Doughty and Buyer. Ap-
plicant authorized In Docket No. G-i897
covering basic contract.

“The Atlantic Refining Company, Oper-
ator, is filing for itself and on behalf of the
nonoperator, Rycade Oil Corporation. Both
are signatory seller parties to the gas sales
confract dated July 1, 1949. The application
states that prior to June 7, 1954, servive had
ceased from subject acreage and the well had
been abandoned. New drilling operations
resulted in a well completed in October 1858,
production from which is to be sold under
the contract dated July 1, 1949.

* Ethel May Neel Lewis and Helen C. Parks,
individually and as guardians of H. Guinn
Lewis IIT, Jack William Lewis, and Ann Lewis,
are filing for their interests in the S. E~-23
and 8. E.-13 Units of the Maxie Field. Both
are signatory seller parties to the gas sales
contract dated September 25, 1956.

*Nortex Oil and Gas Corporation, Oper-
ator, is filing for itself and 51 nonoperating
owners of working interests whose names
together with the percentage of interest of
each is listed in the supplement to the ap-
Plication filed November 26, 1956. Nortex
and five of the nonoperators are signatory
seller parties to the gas sales contract dated
October 1, 1056.

“Hurt Oil Company, Ltd., Operator, is
filing for itself and on behalf of the following
nonoperators: Ada Oil Company, Trans-Tex
Drilling Company, Riddell Petroleum Cor-
Poration, Robert L. Stott, Giorgio Uzielli, G.
Peter Fleck, Jesse B. Spiller, Virginia C. Dick,
“nd Edward H. Green, Executors and Trustees
under will of William K. Dick, deceased. All
¢ signatory seller parties to the gas sales
tontract dated August 7, 1956.

!r-' Christie, Mitchell and Mitchell is filing
or itself and as Agent for A. W. Bloom, John
Tr mak, Sam Fenberg, Johnny Mitchell,
Ingstee, Oil Drilling, Inc.,, Oil Operations,
laslﬂ Dean M. Meyers, Mrs. Ruth Freed Pu-

» Executrix of Estate of E. J. Pulaski,
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Rheba Joan Bregman, Louis Pulaski, Morris
Rauch, Max Waterman, and William N. Zinn.
All are signatory seller parties to the gas
sales contract dated October 13, 1856.

= Flournoy Drilling Company, Operator, is
filing for itself and on behalf of the following
nonoperators: Robert D. Dunn, Carmel F.
Davis, Harvey Hans, and Frank M. Bowman,
All are signatory seller parties to the gas sales
contract dated July 17, 1956.

= Sam Sklar, Trustee, Operator, is filing for
his interest and the interests of numerous
nonoperators listed in the application, in
two wells. Sklar, Southern Production Com-
pany, Inc., S. H. Killingsworth, and N. E.
Loomis are the only signatory seller parties to
both the basic gas sales contract and the
amendatory agreement dated December 28,
1955, involved herein,

#® J. Frank Brown, Operator, is filing for
himself and lists 26 nonoperating owners of
working Interests together with the percent-
age of Interest of each. J. Frank Brown is
the only signatory seller party to the gas
sales contract dated September 12, 1956.

= Halbert, Jennings, and Simic, Operator, is
flling for itself and on behalf of 14 non-
operators listed in the application. All are
signatory seller parties to the gas sales con-
tract dated October 18, 1956.

s Halbert, Jennings, and Simic, Operator,
is filing for itself and on behalf of 10 non-
operators listed in the application. All are
signatory seller parties to the gas sales con-
tract dated October 15, 1956.

# This application covers the proposed sale
of natural gas by Bert Fields under his new
basic contract dated July 16, 1956, which has
been ratified by Alyne Fields Trust and Tex-
Mex Drilling Company (agreement dated
September 6, 1956) and by L. D. Brown
(agreement dated October 10, 1956). In ad-
dition to the above-mentioned parties, pur-
chaser has also signed both ratification agree-
ments, Application also lists three addi-
tional owners of working interests who are
not covered by the subject filing.

3 Applicant, Lease Operator, is filing for its
50% interest in 320 acres and is a signatory
party to the gas sales contract dated August
30, 1956. Applicant lists M. B. Armer as
nonoperator and ‘owner of the remaining
50% working interest.

= Frank Zickefoose 1s a signatory seller
party to the gas sales contract involved
herein, Applicant has signed the subject
contract for himself and as Agent and Attor-
ney-in-Fact for A. C. Woodford. W. D. Bur-
gess and Jessie Burgess are also signatory
seller parties to the subject contract.

* Rock Hill Oil Company, Operator, is filing
for itself and on behalf of co-owners as
follows: Rock Hill, W, Earl Rowe, Harvey
Whitaker, Toklan Oil Corporation, Toklan
Oil Corporation (Unleased), and J. G. Cat-
lett Company (Unleased). Rock Hill and
W. Earl Rowe are the only signatory seller
parties to the gas sales contract involved
herein.

# Halbert, Jennings and Simic, Operator,
is filing for itself and on behalf of the follow-
ing nonoperators: Philip Braunstein, Herbert
Chernin, Yvonne Famel, Leo Fisher, R. B.
Potashnick, Don M. Rounds, W. T. Woodson,
Leo F. McCue, Paul Douglas, and Virginia
B. Davis. All are signatory seller parties to
the casinghead gas sales contract dated
October 15, 1956.

= “Et al.” not identified.

= Signatory seller parties to the sales con-
tract and amendment are partners in Green-
brier Oll Company and are listed as: William
Hamm, Jr.,, De Walt H. Ankeny, Marie H.
Ankeny, James E. Kelley, Margaret H. Kelley,
Wwilllam H, Lang, Joseph A. Maun, and
Theodora Lang, .

[F: R. Doc, 57-3528; Filed, Apr. 30, 195T;
8:40 a. m.]
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[Docket No. G-10934 efc.]

CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. ET AL.

NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND DATE OF
HEARING

APRIL 25, 1957.

In the matters of Cities Service Gas
Company, Docket No. G-10934; Cham-
plin Refining Company, Docket No. G-
10665; Wilcox Oil Company, Docket No.
G-10670; Viersen & Cochran, et al,
Docket No. G-10690; Woods Petroleum
Corporation, Docket No. G-10692; Cal-
vert Drilling, Inc., Operator, Docket No.
G-10694; Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Co.,
Docket No. G-10706; I. J. Newlin, Op~
erator, Docket No. G-10748; Powel Bris-
coe; Operator, Docket No. G-10754; Bar-
rett Petroleum Company, Operator,
Docket No. G-10843.

Take notice that Cities Service Gas
Company (Cities Service), a Delaware
corporation with a principal place of
business at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma,
filed on August 17, 1956, an application
for a certificate of public convenience
and necessity pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act, authorizing Cities
Service to construct and operate facil-
ities, as hereinafter described, subject
to the jurisdiction of the Commission,
all as more fully represented in the appli-
cation which is on file with the Commis-
sion and open for public inspection. The
facilities are described as follows:

(a) A pipe line system comprising 1.7 miles
of 10-inch, 1.84 miles of 8-inch, 2.3 miles of
6-inch, and 11.35 miles of 4-inch pipe, be-
ginning at Applicant’s Straight-Blackwell
26-inch pipe line in the NW!; Section 4—T.
27 N—R. 5 W. and extending northerly to
existing and proposed gas wells located In
Sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29 and
30—T. 28 N.—R. 5 W, Grant County,
Oklahoma.

(b) A pipe line system comprising 2.65
miles of 10-inch, 1.09 miles of 8-inch, 2.10
miles of 6-inch, and 10.47 miles of 4-inch
pipe, beginning at Applicant’s Straight-
Blackwell 26-inch pipe line in the SWi4
Section 35—T. 28 N.—R. 6 W., and extending
northerly to existing and proposed gas wells
located in Sections 17, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,
26, 27 and 28—T. 28 N—R. 6 W.,, Grant
County, Oklahoma.

(c) A pipe line system comprising 0.45
miles of 6-inch and 2.65 miles of 4-inch
pipe, beginning at Applicant’s Straight-
Blackwell 26-inch pipe line in the NE; Sec-
tion 33—T. 28 N—R. 7 W., and extending
southerly to existing and proposed gas wells
in Sections 32, 33 and 834—T. 28 N—R, T W,,
Grant County, Oklahoma.

(d) A pipe "line system comprising 248
miles of 12-inch, 1.41 miles of 8-inch, 2.63
miles of 6-inch, and 10.18 miles of 4-inch pipe,
beginning at Applicant’s Straight-Blackwell
26-inch pipe line in the NWi; Section 32—T.
28 N.—R. 7 W. and exfending northerly to
existing and proposed gas wells located in
Sections 11, 12, 13, and 14—T.28 N—R. 8 W.,
and Sections 7, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 and
22—T. 28 N—R. 7 W. Grant County,
Oklahoma.

(e) A pipe line system comprising 3.35
miles of 10-inch 0.55 mile of 6-inch and
2.37 miles of 4-inch pipe, beginning at Appli-
cant’s Straight-Blackwell 26-inch pipe line
in the NE!, Section 36—T. 28 N—R. 9 W,
Alfalfa County, Oklahoma, and extending
northerly to existing and proposed gas wells
located in Sections 12 and 13—T. 28 N—R.
9 W., Alfalfa County, and Sections 7 and
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18—T. 28 N—R. 8 W. Grant County,
Oklahoma.

Cities Service proposes by means of
the facilities to be constructed and op-
erated to provide an additional supply
of gas for its system from the Eureka
area located in Grant and Alfalfa Coun-
ties, Oklahoma. The estimated cost of
the facilities is $1,288,600, and will be
paid for out of treasury cash.

Champlin Refining Company (Cham-
plin) a New Mexico corporation with
its principal place of business at 5301
Camp Bowie Boulevard, Fort Worth,
Texas, filed on June 28, 1956, an appli-
cation in Docket No. G-10665, pursuant
to section 7 of the Natural Gas Act,
authorizing Champlin to sell natural
gas produced in the Eureka Field, Grant
and Alfalfa Counties, Oklahoma, in in-
terstate commerce to Cities Service for
resale, subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission.

Wilcox Oil Company (Wilcox), a Del-
aware corporation. with ifs principal
place of business in Tulsa, Oklahoma,
filed on June 29, 1956, an application in
Docket No. G-10670, pursuant to sec-
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act, authoriz-
ing Wilcox to sell natural gas produced
in the Eureka Field, Grant and Alfalfa
Counties, Oklahoma, in interstate com-
merce to Cities Service for resale, subject
to the jurisdiction of the Commission.

Viersen & Cochran, a partnership
composed of Sam K. Viersen and Sam
K. Viersen, Jr., for themselves and as
operator for and on behalf of Coletta
Butler, Executrix of the Estate of Al-
mand D. Cochran, deceased, filed on
July 2, 1956, an application in Docket
No. G-10690, pursuant to section T of
the Natural Gas Act, authorizing Vier-
sen & Cochran to sell natural gas pro-
duced in the Eureka Field, Grant and
Alfalfa Counties, Oklahoma, in inter-
state commerce to Cities Service for
resale, subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission.

Woods Petroleum Corporation
(Woods), a Delaware corporation with
a principal place of business in Okla-
homa City, Oklahoma, filed on July 2,
1956, an application in Docket No. G-
10692, pursuant to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act, authorizing Woods as
owner, and operator for D. W. Rentzel,
R. C. Cunningham and Margaret Cun-
ningham to sell natural gas produced
in the Eureka Field, Grant and Alfaifa
Counties, Oklahoma, in interstate com-
merce to Cities Service for resale, sub-
jeet to the jurisdiction of the Commis-
sion.

Calvert Drilling, Inc. (Calyvert), an
Illinois corporation with a principal
place of business in Olney, Illinois, filed
on July 2, 1956, an application in Dock-
et No. G-10694, pursuant to section 7
of the Natural Gas Act, authorizing Cal-
vert, a§ owner, and as operator of in-
terests of Woods Petroleum Corporation,
Carlock, Inec., Zephyr Drilling Corpora-
tion, F. A. Calvert, Jr. and Horace K.
Calvert to sell natural gas produced in
the Eureka Field, Grant and Alfalfa
Counties, Oklahoma, in interstate com-
merce to Cities Service for resale, sub-
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis-
sion.

NOTICES

Sunray Mid-Continent Oil Company
(Sunray), a Delaware corporation with
a principal place of business in Tulsa,
Oklahoma, filed on July 2, 1956, an ap-
plication in Docket No. G-10706, pur-
suant to section 7 of the Natural Gas
Act, authorizing Sunray to sell natural
gas, produced in the Eureka Field, Grant
and Alfalfa Counties, Oklahoma, in in-
terstate commerce to Cities Service for
resale, subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission.

I. J. Newlin, Operator, an independent
producer with a principal place of busi-
ness in Shawnee, Oklahoma, filed on July
13, 1956, an application in Docket No.
G-10748, pursuant to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act, authorizing I. J. Newlin
to sell natural gas produced in the Eur-
eka Field, Grant and Alfalfa Counties,
Oklahoma, in interstate commerce to
Cities Service for resale, subject to the
jurisdiction of the Commission.

Powel Briscoe (Briscoe), individually
and as operator for E. F. Briscoe and
City Products Corporation, with a princi-
pal place of business in Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma, filed on July 16, 1956, an ap-
plication in Docket No. G-10754, pur-
suant to section 7 of the Natural Gas Act,
authorizing Briscoe to sell natural gas
produced in the Eureka Field, Grant and
Alfalfa Counties, Oklahoma, in interstate
commerce to Cities Service for resale,
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com-
mission.

Barrett Petroleum Company (Barrett),
an Oklahoma Corporation for itself and
as operator for Kay County Gas Com-
pany with its principal place of business
in Shawnee, Oklahoma, filed on August
1, 1956, an application in Docket No.
G-10843, pursuant to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act authorizing Barrett to
sell natural gas produeed in the south-
west Wakita Field, in the Eureka Area,
Grant County, Oklahoma in interstate
commerce to Cities Service for resale sub-
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis-
sion.

These related matters should be heard
on a consolidated record and disposed of
as promptly as possible under the appli-
cable rules and regulations and to that
end: ~

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
‘Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro=-
cedure, a hearing will be held on June
12, 1957, at 9:30 a. m., e. d. 5. t.,, in a
Hearing Room of the Federal Power
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash-
ington, D. C. concerning the matters in-
volved in and the issues presented by
such application:

Provided, however, That the Commis-
sion may, after a non-contested hearing,
dispose of the proceedings pursuant to
the provisions of § 1.30 (¢) (1) or (2) of
the Commission’s rules of practice and
procedure. Under the procedure herein
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for Applicants to
appear or be represented at the hearing,

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with. the Federal Power Commis-

-

sion, Washington 25, D. C,, in accordance
with the rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before May
20, 1957. Failure of any party to appear
at and participate in the hearing shall
be construed as waiver of and concur-
rence in omission herein of the inter-
mediate decision procedure in cases
where a request therefor is made.

[SEAL] HENRY R. DOMERS,
Acting Secretary.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3529; Filed, Apr. 30, 1057;
8:50 a. m.]

[Docket No. E-6744]
Horyoxe WaTER PowEer Co.
NOTICE OF APPLICATION

APRIL 25, 1957,

Take notice that on April 18, 1957, an
application was filed with the Federal
Power Commission pursuant to section
204 of the Federal Power Act by Holyoke
Water Power Company (hereinafter
qalled “Applicant”), a corporation or-
ganized under the laws of the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts and doing busi-
ness in said State with ifs principal
business office at Holyoke, Massachusetts,
seeking an order authorizing the issuance
of $37,400,000 principal amount of First
Mortgage Bonds 5 percent Series due
1990. Applicant requests exemption
from the competitive bidding require-
ments of the Commission’s regulations.
Applicant proposes to issue and sell the
proposed bonds at 100 percent of prin-
cipal amount to the insurance com-
panies in the amounts indicated below:

Aetna Life Insurance Company, $6,700,000;
Connecticut General Life Insurance Com-
pany, $4,500,000; Massachusetts Mutual Life
Insurance Company, $4,500,000; New England
Mutual Life Insurance Company, $4,500,000;
Phoenix Mutual Life Insurance Company.
$4,000,000; Connecticut Mutual Life Insur-
ance Company, $3,600,000; State Mutual Life
Assurance Company, $1,400,000; Guardian
Life Insurance Company, $1,000,000; Home
Life Insurance Company, $1,000,000; National
Life Insurance Company, $1,000,000; Teachers
Insurance and Annuity Association, $1,000-
000; Berkshire Life Insurance Company,
$600,000; Boston Mutual Life Insurance Com-
pany, $250,000; Monarch Life Insuraunce Com-
pany, $250,000; Phoenix Insurance Company,
$100,000.

The bonds are proposed to be issued
to finance the construction of a steam,
electric generating plant with a turbo-
generator having a name plate rating o
125,000 kw, and other necessary relaed
facilities, to be located at Applicants
Mt. Tom site on the northerly boundary
of Holyoke, Massachusetts. Part of the
proceeds from the sale of the proposed
bonds will be used to refund outstand-
ing indebtedness of the Applicant.

Any person desiring to be heard or 10
make any protest with reference to Sfld
application should, on or before the 17th
day of May 1957, file with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington 25, D. C
petitions or protests in accordance }Vlt}l
the requirements of the Commissions
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR
1.8 or 1.10). The application is on fil¢




Wednesday, May 1, 1957

with the Commission available for pub-
licinspection.

[sEAL] HARRY R. DOMERS,

Acting Secretary.

[F. R, Doc. 57-3530; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:50 a.m.|

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 162]
MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS

APRIL 26, 1957.

The following applications are gov-
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission’s special rules governing notice
of filing of applications by motor carriers
of property or passengers and by brokers
under sections 206, 209, and 211 of the
Interstate Commerce Act and certain
other procedural matters with respect
thereto. (FEDERAL REGISTER, Volume 21,
pages 7339, 7340, § 1.241, September 26,
1956.)

All hearings will be called at 9:30
o'clock a. m., United States Standard
Time (or 9:30 o'clock a. m., Local Day-
light Saving Time, if that time is ob-
served) , unless otherwise specified.

APPLICATIONS ASSIGNED FOR ORAL HEARING
OrR PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 504 (Sub No. 25), filed April
15, 1957, HARPER MOTOR LINES, INC.,
132 Railroad Street, Elberton, Ga. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Reuben G. Crimm,
805 Peachtree Street Building, Atlanta
8, Ga. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Dairy products, as defined
by the Commission, from points in Wis-
consin to points in North Carolina and
South Carolina.

Nore: The purpose of this application is
to eliminate Birmingham, Ala., as a gate-
way; applicant is authorized to transport
dairy products from and to the above-speci-
fied territory via Birmingham as a gateway.
No new commodity, territory, nor duplicating
suthority is sought, Ll

HEARING: June 6, 1957, in Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner
Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 504 (Sub No. 26), filed April
15,1957, HARPER MOTOR LINES, INC,,
132 Railroad Street, Elberton, Ga. Ap-
blicant’s attorney: Reuben G. Crimm,
805 Peachtree Street Building, Atlanta

Ga. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Dairy products, as defined
by t-k_le Commission, from points in Wis~
ctonsin to points in Georgia and Florida.

NotE: The purpose of this application is to
eliminate Birmingham, Ala. as a gateway;
applicant is authorized to transport dairy
Igeroducts from and to the above-specified
n"“‘”}‘ via Birmingham as a gateway. No
€W commodity, territory, nor duplicating
duthority is sought,

HEARING: June 6, 1957, in Room 852,

U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal

s Iszl‘mt. Chicago, Ill., before Examiner
0 A. Riegel.
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No. MC 730 (Sub No. 97), filed April
22, 1957, PACIFIC INTERMOUNTAIN
EXPRESS CO., 299 Adeline Street, Oak-
land, Calif. For authority to operate as
a common carrier, over regular routes,
transporting: Government-owned coni-
pressed gas trailers, loaded with other
than liquified petroleum gas, or empty,
between all points and over the routes
which applicant is certificated for the
transportation of general commodities
in MC 730, MC 56793, and sub numbers
thereunder, and subject to the same re-
strictions in said certificates. Applicant
is authorized to transport general com-
modities in Oregon, Washington, Cali-
fornia, Nevada, Montana, Utah,
Wyoming, Colorado, Nebraska, Missouri,
Illinois, Indiana, and Idaho.

HEARING: May 21, 1957, at the New
Customs House, Denver, Colo., before
Examiner Leo W. Cunningham.

No. MC 1485 (Sub No. 2), filed March
15, 1957, FRANK C. SCHROLL, doing
business as SCHROLL TRANSPORTA-
TION COMPANY, 5 Church Place,
Wethersfield, Conn. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Hugh M. Joseloff, 410 Asylum
Street, Hartford 3, Conn. For authority
to operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Meats,
packing-house products and commodi-
ties used by packing-houses as defined by
the Commission in Ex Parte No. MC 45
(61 MCC 209), and frozen fish and frozen
foods, and exempt fish, frozen fish and
jrozen foods when transported with non-
exempt commodities, in refrigerated
equipment, from Boston, Mass, and
points within 5 miles of Boston, to Bris-
tol, Meriden, Torrington and Waterbury,
Conn.; and from East Hartford, Conn.,
to Springfield, Holyoke, Chicopee, Pitts-
field, Worcester, Greenfield, Fall River,
and Northampton, Mass., and Providence
and Westerly, R. I.; and empty contain-
ers or other such incidental facilities (not
specified), used in transporting the com-
modities specified, on return movements.
Applicant is authorized to transport
similar commodities in Connecticut and
Massachusetts.

HEARING: June 14, 1957, at the New
Post Office and Court House Building,
Boston, Mass., before Joint Board No.
134, or, if the Joint Board waives its
right to participate, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 7746 (Sub No. 86), filed March
12, 1957, UNITED TRUCK LINES, INC.,
East 915 Springfield Avenue, Spokane 2,
Wash. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, and except
Class A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk and those requir-
ing special equipment, between Caldwell,
Idaho, and Pasco, Wash., from Caldwell
over U. S. Highway 30, through New
Plymouth, Idaho, Ontario, Baker and
La Grande, Oreg., to Pendleton, Oreg.,
thence over U. S. Highway 395 through
Holdman and Cold Springs, Oreg., and

. Wallula, Wash., to Pasco, Wash., and re-

turn over the same route, serving no in-
termediate points, as an alternate route
for operating convenience only, in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized
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regular route operations (1) between
Portland, Oreg., and Spokane, Wash.,
(2) between Portland, Oreg., and Pasco,
Wash., and (3) between Spokane, Wash.,
and Boise, Idaho. RESTRICTION: Ap-
plied-for authority to be restricted to
traffic moving from, to, or through Se-
attle, Wash.,, and also restricted to
traffic originating at or destined to points
west of Yakima, Wash., on or north of
U. S. Highway 410. Applicant is author-
ized to transport similar commodities in
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Washing-
ton.

HEARING: June 25, 1957, in Room
400, U, S. Court House, Fifth and Madi-
son Streets; Seattle, Wash., before Joint
Board No. 81.

No. MC 7746 (Sub No. 87), filed April
3, 1957, UNITED TRUCK LINES, INC.,
East 915 Springfield Avenue, Spokane 2,
Wash. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities, ex=
cept those of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
between Spokane, Wash., and Ford,
‘Wash., and points within five (5) miles
of Ford, including the Spokane Indian
Reservation, located north and west of
Ford, (a) from Spokane over U. S. High-
way 195 to junction U. S. Highway 395,
thence over U. 8. Highway 395 to Spring-
dale, Wash,, thence over Washington
Highway 3-J to Ford, and return over
the same route, serving no intermediate
points on the highways specified, but
serving points within five (5) miles of
Ford, Wash., and the Spokane Indian
Reservation as off-route points, and (b)
from Spokane over U. S. Highway 2 to
Reardan, Wash., thence over unnum-
bered highway to junction Washington
Highway 3-J, thence over Washington
Highway 3-J to Ford, and return over
the same route, serving no intermediate
points, but serving points within five
(5) miles of Ford, Wash., and the Spo-
kane Indian Reservation as off-route
points. Applicant is authorized to trans-
port similar commodities in Idaho, Mon-
tana, Oregon, and Washington.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the
Davenport Hotel, Spokane, Wash., before
Joint Board No. 80.

No. MC 8948 (Sub No. 37), filed Jan=-
vary 14, 1957, WESTERN TRUCK
LINES, LTD., 2835 Santa Fe Avenue,
Los Angeles 58, Calif. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Lloyd R. Guerra, P. O. Box
58274, Vernon Branch, Los Angeles 38,
Calif. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, transporting: Acids
and chemicals, including Acid (Phos-
phoric), Borax (Sodium borate), bro-
mine, bromine salts, calcium or lime
salts, lime, common including mag-
nesium lime, hydrated or hydraulic,
quick or slaked, Magnesium lime, mono-
hydrate or sesqui carbonate, nitrate of
soda—potash, potassium (Potash): bi-
carbonate, borate, bromide, carbonate
(Pearlash), caustic, chlorate, -nitrate,
perchlorate, phosphate, potassium salts,
sulphate, xanthate, salt cake (crude sul-
phate of soda), sal-soda, soda or sodium
salts, soda ash, including modified soda
ash, sodium bi-carbonate, sodium car=-
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bonate, sodium; caustic (sodium hydrox-
ide), sodium chlorate, sodium chloride
(common salt), sodium nitrate, sodium
phosphate, and lithium, serving to and
from Trona and Westend, Calif., and
points within 10 miles of each, as off-
roufe points in connection with appli-
cant's regular route general-commodity
operations over U. S. Highways 6 and
395. Applicant is authorized to conduct
similar operations in Arizona, California,
Nevada, New Mexico, and Texas.

HEARING: June 4, 1957, at the Fed-
eral Building, Los Angeles, Calif., before
Joint Board No. 75, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner F. Roy Linn.

No. MC 20793 (Sub No. 27), filed
March 22, 1957, WAGNER TRUCKING
CO., INC., Jobstown, N. J. Applicant’s
representative: G. Donald Bullock, P. O.
Box 146, Wyncote, Pa. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Brick, from
Baltimore, Md., and points in Baltimore
County, Md., to points in Delaware and
points in Pennsylvania on and east of
U. S. Hlghway 15. Applicant is author-
ized to transport similar commodities in
New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, Connecticut, Maine, Vermont,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York,
and the District of Columbia.

HEARING: June 4, 1957, at the Penn
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia, Pa., before Joint Board No.
199, or, if the Joint Board waives its
right to participate, before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 20793 (Sub No. 28), filed
April 11, 1957, WAGNER TRUCKING
CO., INC., Jobstown, N. J. Applicant’s
representative: G. Donald Bullock, Box
146, Wyncote, Pa. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Brick from
Lancaster, Pa., to points in Delaware,
Maryland and the District of Columbia,
and from Richland Township (Bucks
County), Pa., to points in New Jersey
on and north of New Jersey Highway 33,
points in Orange and Rockland Counties,
N. Y., points in New York on and east of
U. S. Highway 9-W and on and south of
U. S. Highway 20, including New York,
N. Y., and points on Long Island, N. Y.
Applicant is authorized to transport
brick to and from specified points in
New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, Connecticut, Maine, Vermont,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York,
and the Disrtict of Columbia. Any
duplication of authority should be
eliminated.

HEARING: June 4, 1957, at the Penn
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 25199 (Sub No. 1), filed April
8, 1957, BEN R. KOLINSKY AND
HYMAN S. SCHER, doing business as
SANFORD MOVING & STORAGE
COMPANY, 1965 Jerome Avenue,
New York 53, N. Y. Applicant’s attor-
ney: David Brodsky, 1776 Broadway,
New York 19, N. Y. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Household

NOTICES

goods, as defined by the Commission, be-
tween New York, N. Y., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Maryland,
Massachusetts, Néw York, Rhode Island,
and the District of Columbia. Appli-
cant is authorized to transport similar
commodities in Connecticut, New Jersey,
New York, and Pennsylvania,

HEARING: June 6, 1957, at 346 Broad-
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 26771 (Sub No. 12), filed April
2, 1957, NESTOR BROS., INC., 8 Loder
Avenue, Endicott, N. Y. Applicant’s
attorney: Glenn F. Morgan, 1006-1008
Warner Building, Washington 4, D. C.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment, serving Ulster, N. Y., as an
off-route point in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions between Binghamton, N. Y., and
the New Jersey-New York State line over
New York Highway 17, which is a por-
tion of the regular route operations be-
tween Binghamton, N. Y., and New York,
N. Y. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct regular route operations in New
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, and
irregular route operations in New Jersey
and New York.

HEARING: June 5, 1957, at 346 Broad-
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 26907 (Sub No. 13), filed April
5, 1957, RIPON TRUCKING CO., a Cor-
poration, Oshkosh Street, Ripon, Wis.
Applicant’s attorney: Edward Solie, 715
First National Bank Building, Madison 3,
Wis. For authority to operate as a con-
tract carrier, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Flour, from Mount Olive, 111, to
Ripon, Wis. Applicant is authorized to
transport specified commodities in Min-
nesota, Illinois, Wisconsin, Missouri, In-
diana, Iowa, Michigan, Ohio, South
Dakota, Nebraska, Kentucky, Tennessee,
and Sharpsburg, Pa.

HEARING: June 13, 1957, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 13, or,
if the Joint Board waives its right to
participate, before Examiner Leo A.
Riegel.

No. MC 29886 (Sub No. 101), filed
April 17, 1957, DALLAS & MAVIS FOR-
WARDING CO., INC., 4000 West Sample
Street, South Bend 21, Ind. Applicant’s
attorney: Charles Pieroni, 523 Johnson
Building, Muncie, Ind. For authority to
operate as a common cdrrier, over irregu-
lar routes, transporting: Warehouse and
platform trucks and tractors, lift trucks,
and straddle trucks, from Dallas, Oreg. to
points in the United States. Applicant
is authorized to conduct operations
throughout the United States.

HEARING: June 11, 1957, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
Isadore Freidson.

No. MC 34865 (Sub No. 32), filed April
12, 1957, CONTRACT CARRIERS, INC,,
2425 Walton Street, Anderson, Ind. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Robert C. Smith, 512
Illinois Building, Indianapolis 4, Ind. For

L

authority to operate as a coniract car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
(1) Iron and steel articles, such as bars;
bars, reinforcement, with or without ac-
companying bar chairs; bar spacers:
bar ties; bar supports; clips; screed
chairs; stirrups; tie chairs or bar chairs
and spacers combined; (2) cloth or jgb-
ric, less than 15 inch mesh or 14 inch
mesh or over; and (3) mesh, bar or wire,
concrete or plaster reinforcement, from
Kokomo, Ind., to points in Illinois and
Ohio, points in that part of Iowa on and
east of U. S. Highway 69, and those in
that part of Michigan on and south of
Michigan Highway 46, and empty con-
tainers or other such incidental facilities
(not specified) used in transporting the
commodities specified \in this applica-
tion, and damaged, rejected, or un-
claimed shipments of the commodities
listed above, from the above destination
points to Kokomo, Ind.

HEARING: June 3, 1957, at the U. 8.
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before
Examiner Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 35624 (Sub No. 13), filed April
3, 1957, DEAN S. AXTELL, 2000 South-
west “G" Street, Grants Pass, Oreg. Ap-
plicant’s representative: I. R. Perry, P. O,
Box 594, Grants Pass, Oreg. For au-
thority to operate as a common carrier,
over irregular routes, ftransporting:
Lumber, (1) from points in Jackson and
Josephine Counties, Oreg., to points in
Alameda, Alpine, Calaveras, Colusa,
Contra Costa, Inyo, Kern, Kings, Lassen,
Los Angeles, Madera, Marin, Mariposa,
Merced, Modoc, Mono, Monterey, Nevada,
Orange, Placer, Plumas, Riverside, Sac-
ramento, San Bernardino, San Fran-
cisco, San Luis Obispo, San Mateo, Santa
Barbara, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Sierra,
Solano, Stanislaus, Sutter, Tulare, Ven-
tura, Yolo, Yuba, San Diego and Imperial
Counties, Calif., and points in Ncvada;
(2) from points in Douglas and Lane
Counties, Oreg., to points in California
and Nevada. Applicant is authorized to
transport similar commodities in Cali-
fornia, Nevada, and Oregon.

HEARING: July 8, 1957, at the Federal
Building, Medford, Oreg., before Joint
Board No. 151. »

No. MC 40007 (Sub No. 50), filed April
12, 1957, RELIABLE TRANSPORTA-
TION COMPANY, a corporation, 4817
Sheila Street, Los Angeles 22, Calif. For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Sulphuric acid, off-color sulphuric a(‘l_d.
and impure sulphuric acid, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from El Segundo, Calif., 10
Miami, Ariz.; and contaminated ship-
ments of sulphuric acid from Miami,
Ariz., to El Segundo, Calif. :

HEARING: June 11, 1957, at the Arl-
zona Corporation Commission, Phoenis,
Ariz., before Joint Board No. 47, or, if
the Joint Board waives its right to par=
ticipate, before Examiner F. Roy Linn.

No. MC 42487 (Sub No. 327, filed
March 18, 1957, CONSOLIDATED
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 431 Burges
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. Applicants
attorney: William B. Adams, Pacific
Building, Portland 4, Oreg. For author-
ity to operate as a common carrier, over
irregular routes, transporting: Asphall,
asphalt products, and heavy fuel oils, B
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pulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
Alameda, Contra Costa, San Mateo, San
Joaquin, Sacramento, Salano and Yolo
Counties, Calif., to points in Oregon.
pamaged, defective, rejected and re-
turned shipments of the above-described
commodities, from points in Oregon to
points in the above specified origin coun-
ties in California.

HEARING: July 2, 1957, at 538 Pittock
Block, Portland, Oreg., before Joint Board
No. 11.

No. MC 49384 (Sub No. 7), filed April 8,
1957, JOHN, GUS AND HENRY VANDER
POL, a co-partnership, doing business as
0AK HARBOR FREIGHT LINES, 3414
Second Avenue South, Oak Harbor, Wash.
Applicant’s attorney: Carl A. Jonson, 400
central Building, Seattle 4, Wash. For
authority to operate as a common carrier,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
serving Tulalop, Warm Beach and other
intermediate points between Marysville,
Wash., and Stanwood, Wash., on unnum-
bered highway as off-route points in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized regu-
lar route operations between Seattle,
Wash., and Oak Harbor, Wash., over U. S.
Highway 99, and Washington Highways
11, 1D, and 1E. Applicant is authorized
to transport similar commodities in
Washington.

HEARING: June 24, 1957, in Room 400,
U. 8. Court House, Fifth and Madison
Streets, Seattle, Wash., before Joint
Board No. 80.

No. MC 59718 (Sub No. 3), filed April 6,
1957, SAMUEL R. OPPELAAR AND
CORNELIUS MEYER, doing business as
OPPELAAR & MEYER, 68 Bamford Ave=
nue, Hawthorne, N. J. Applicant’'s repre-
sentative: David Millner, 1060 Broad
Street, Newark 2, N. J. For authority to
operate as a contract carrier, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Such mer-
chandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
refail and chain grocery and food houses,
and, in connection therewith, equipment,
materials and supplies used in the con-
duct of such business, between South
Kearny and Jersey City, N. J., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Suf-
folk County, Long Island, N. Y. Appli-
cant is authorized to transport similar

tommodities in New York and New
Jersey,

é Nore: Applicant states that the above au-
hority is to be restricted to transportation

performed under contract with American
Stores Company.

HEARING: June 11, 1957, at 346
quad\x'ay. New York, N. Y., before Ex-
dminer Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 66539 (Sub No. 9), filed April
10, 1957, PHIL KRASS AND MARY
KRASNOWSKY, doing business as I. L. &
C.COMPANY, 4535 North Kedzie Avenue,
Chicago, TIl. For authority to operate as
a contract carrier, over irregular routes,
:ransporting: (1) Receivers, transmit-
ers, and/or recorders (Electronics) sep-
arate, or combinations thereof in one
‘51:;:'; ‘materials and parts used in the
w XC}ng or manufacture thereof; (2)

faring apparel, finished or partially
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finished, requiring further processing,
and materials, supplies, and equipment
used in the manufacture thereof; (3)
Office machines and equipment and
parts, material, and supplies used in the
servicing and/or manufacture thereof;
and (4) Empty containers or other such
incidental facilities (not specified) used
in transporting the commodities specified
in this application, between Chicago, Ill.,
and New York, N. Y.

HEARING : June T, 1957, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
David Waters.

No. MC 68183 (Sub No. 8), filed April
8, 1957, YANKEE LINES, INC., 1400 East
Archwood Avenue, Akron 6, Ohio. L Ap-
plicant’s representative: W. R. Hubbard,
1032 Standard Bldg., Cleveland 14, Ohio.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over a regular route, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those
of unusual value, Class A and B explo-
sives, livestock, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment, between Wilmington, Del,, and
West Chester, Pa., over U. S. Highway
202, serving no intermediate points, but
serving Wilmington, Del,
Chester, Pa., for joinder purposes only,
as an alternate route for operating con-
venience only in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions (1) between Gap, Pa., and Wil-
mington, Del., over Pennsylvania High-
way 41 and Delaware Highway 48; (2)
between Lancaster, Pa., and Philadel-
phia, Pa., over U. S. Highway 30, which
is a portion of the route between Cincin-
nati, Ohio and Philadephia, Pa.; (3) be-
tween Harrisburg, Pa., and West Ches-
ter, Pa., over U. S. Highway 322, which
is a portion of the route between Harris-
burg, Pa. and Philadelphia, Pa.; and
(4) between Hancock, Md., and Philadel-
phia, Pa., over U. S. Highways 40 and 13,
which is a portion of the route between
Akron, Ohio and Philadelphia, Pa. Ap-
plicant is authorized to conduct similar
operations in Delaware, Maryland, New
Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Vir-
ginia, and the District of Columbia.

Note: Applicant states that the sole pur-
pose of the instant application is to avoid
the presently required operation through
the congested city of Philadelphia, Pa., and
its nelghboring communities.

HEARING: June 6, 1957, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner B. E.
Stillwell.

No. MC 70451 (Sub No. 190), filed April
1, 1957, WATSON BROS. TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC., 802 South 14th
Street, Omaha, Nebr. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over a regu-
lar route, transporting: General com-
modities, including Class A and B ex-
plosives, and except commodities of
unusual value, livestock, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, between Junction
U. S. Highway 66 and U. S. Highway 89
near Ashfork, Ariz., and Bakersfield,
Calif.: from junction U. 8. Highways 66
and 89, 1 mile east of Ashfork over U. S.
Highway 66 to Barstow, Calif., and

and West
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thence over U. S. Highway 466 to Bakers-
field, and return over the same route,
serving no intermediate points, as an
alternate route for operating conveni-
ence in connection with applicant’s au-
thorized regular route operations.

HEARING: June 13, 1957, at the Ari-
zona Corporation Commission, Phoenix,
Ariz., before Joint Board No. 47, or, if the
Joint Board waives its right to partic-
ipate, before Examiner F. Roy Linn,

No. MC 74538 (Sub No. 4), filed April
9, 1957, SHORT LINE DELIVERY CORP.,
Route 202, Garnerville, N. Y. For au-
thority to operate as a common carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting:
General commodities, excepting those of
unusual value, Class A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and com-
modities requiring special equipment,
between points in Rockland County, N. Y.
and points in Nassau and Suffolk Coun-
ties, N. Y. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in New York, New
Jersey, and Connecticut.

HEARING: June 7, 1957, at 346 Broad-
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 78705 (Sub No. 11), filed Jan-
uary 22, 1957, McLAIN TRUCKING,
INC., 1242 North Jefferson Street, Mun-
cie, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: John E,
Lesow, 3737 North Meridian Street,
Indianapolis 8, Ind. For authority to
operate as a contract carrier, over irregu-
lar routes, transporting: Billets, (1) from
Canton and Massillon, Ohio, to Portland, ,
Ind.; (2) from Detroit, Mich., and Mas-
sillon and Canton, Ohio, and Chicago,
Ill., to Portland and Muncie, Ind.; and
(3) from Fostoria, Ohio, to Muncie, Ind.

HEARING: June T, 1957, in Room 852,
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, I11., before Examinef Leo
A. Riegel.

No. MC 79690 (Sub No. 14), filed April
22, 1957, COAST TRUCK LINES, INC.,
1540 PFourth Avenue South, Seattle,
Wash. Applicant’s attorney: George H.
Hart, Central Building, Seattle 4, Wash.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, transporting: General com=-
modities, except those of unusual value,
Class A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving all points in
that part of Snohomish County, Wash.,
on and west of U, S. Highway 99, as off-
route points in connection with appli-
cant's authorized regular route opera-
tions over U. S. Highway 99. Applicant
is authorized to conduct operations in
Oregon and Washington.

HEARING: June 21, 1957, in Room
400, U. S. Court House, Fifth and Madi-
son Streets, Seattle, Wash., before Joint
Board No. 80.

No. MC 89684 (Sub No. 17) (Amended),
filed January 22, 1957, published in the
April 10, 1957 issue on page 2391,
WYCOFF COMPANY, INCORPORATED,
346 West Sixth South, P. O. Box 366,
Salt Lake City, Utah. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Harry D. Pugsley, 721 Continental
Bank Building, Salt Lake City 1, Utah.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over regular routes, transport-
ing: Bull semen, cut flowers, books, mag-
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azines, newspapers and periodicals, and
returned publications and damaged
shipments of the above-specified com-
modities, (1) between Salt Lake City,
Utah, and Ashton, Idaho, from Salt Lake
City over U. S. Highway 91 to junction
U. S. Highway 191, thence over combined
U. S. Highways 191 and 91 to junction
U. 8. Highway 191, thence over U. S.
Highway 191 to Ashton, and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
points, and the off-route point of Hyde
Park, Utah, as to bull semen only; (2)
between Salt Lake City, Utah, and
Weiser, Idaho, from Salt Lake City over
U. S. Highway 91 to Pocatello, Idaho,
thence over U. S. Highway 30-N to junc-
tion U. S. Highway 30 near Burley, Idaho
(also from Salt Lake City over U. S.
Highway 91 to junction U. S. Highway
30-S at Brigham City, Utah, thence over
U. S. Highway 30-S to junction U. S.
Highway 30 near Burley, Idaho), thence
over U. S. Highway 30 to Weiser, and
return over the same route, serving all
intermediate points, and the off-route
point of Hyde Park, Utah, as to bull
semen only; (3) hetween Salt Lake City,
Utah, and Sun Valley, Idaho, from Salt
Lake City over U, S. Highway 91 to Poca-

tello, Idaho, thence over U. S. Highway _

30-N to Rupert, Idaho, thence over
Idaho Highway 25 to junction U. S. High-
way 93, thence over U. S. Highway 93 to
junction Idaho Highway 75, thence over
Idaho Highway 75 to Sun Valley, and
return over the same route, serving all
. intermediate points, and the off-route
points of Hyde Park, Utah and Wendell
and Gooding, Idaho, but serving Hyde
Park as to bull semen only; and (4) be-
tween Salt Lake City, Utah, and Poca-
tello, Idaho, from Salt Lake City over
U. S, Highway 89 to Montpelier, Idaho,
thence over U. S. Highway 30-N to Poca-
tello, and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points. Appli-
cant is authorized to conduct operations
in Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon,
Utah, and Wyoming.
Nore: Duplication with present authority
should be eliminated.

HEARING: Remains as assigned, May
22,1957, at the Utah Public Service Com-
mission, Salt Lake City, Utah, before
Joint Board No. 258.

No. MC 94201 (Sub No. 39), BOWMAN
TRANSPORTATION INC. East Gads-
den, Ala., published page 2890, issue
April 24, 1957, The docket number
shown in that publication as Sub 39 was
in error. The correct docket number as-
signed to the subject application is No.
MC 94201 Sub 38 (thirty-eight).

No. MC 95540 (Sub No. 289), filed April
10, 1957, WATKINS MOTOR LINES,
INC., Cassidy Road, P. O. Box 785,
Thomasville, Ga. Applicant’s attorney:
Joseph H. Blackshear, Gainesville, Ga.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by-
products as described in Appendix 1 to
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car-
rier Certificates, 61 M. C. C, 209, 766,
from points in Florida to points in Ar-
kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas,

Nebraska, Kansas, Jowa, Minnesota, and

Wisconsin except Milwaukee. Applicant

NOTICES

is authorized to transport similar com-
modities in Alabama, Arkansas, Cali-
fornia, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illi-
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky,
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis~
sippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New Jersey,
New Mexico, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of
Columbia.

HEARING: June 13, 1957, at the U. S.
Court Rooms, Tampa, Fla., before Com-~
missioner Laurence K. Walrath.

No. MC 104347 (Sub No. 123), filed
April 15, 1957, LEAMAN TRANSPORTA-
TION CORPORATION, 520 East Lan-
caster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Gerald L. Phelps and
Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, Munsey Building,
Washington 4, D. C. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: White oil,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Bayway,
N. J. to Louisville, Ky. Applicant is au-
thorized to conduct operations in Penn-
sylvania, Delaware, New York, Maryland,
New Jersey, West Virginia, Virginia,
Ohio, Illinois, and the District of Co-
Iumbia.

HEARING: June 3, 1957, at 346 Broad-
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 106437 (Sub No. 5), filed April
8, 1957, JULIUS CROLLE, deing business
as CROLLE TRUCKING, Dale Road,
Wanaque, N. J. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New
York 6, N. Y. For authority to operate
as a coniract carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Wearing apparel,
between Midvale, N. J., and New York,
N. Y. Applicant is authorized to trans-
port specified commodities (not wearing
apparel) from, to and between specified
points in New Jersey, New York, and
Connecticut.

HEARING: June 3, 1957, at 346 Broad-
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 107227 (Sub No. 48), filed April
10, 1957, INSURED TRANSPORTERS,
INC., 251 Park Street, San Leandro,
Calif. Applicant's attorney: John G,
Lyons, Mills Tower, San Francisco 4,
Calif. For authority to operate as a com-
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: trailers and aitachments
thereto, except those designed to be
drawn by passenger automobiles, in ini-
tial movements, in truckaway service,
from Emeryville, Calif., to points in the
United States, excepting points in Ari-
zona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Mon-
tana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon,
Texas, Utah and Washington, and dam-
aged shipments of the above-desecribed
units on return. Applicant is authorized
to conduct operations throughout the
United States.

_HEARING: June 17, 1957, in Room
226, Old Mint Building, Fifth and Mis-
sion Streets, San Francisco, Calif., be-
fore Examiner F. Roy Linn.

No. MC 107369 (Sub No. 11), filed
March 7, 1957, VERNON LLOYD MIL-
LER, doing business as VERNON L. MIL-
LER TRUCKING, 2607 East Seventh
Street, Cheyenne, Wyo. Applicant's
representative: Robert S, Stauffer, 1510

East 20th Street, Cheyenne, Wyo. For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Cement, in sacks and in bulk, in tank or
hopper-type vehicles, from Rapid City,
S. Dak., and points within 10 miles of
Rapid City, to points in Wyoming, and
points in Nebraska west of a line begin-
ning at the South Dakota-Nebraska
State line at Nebraska Highway 27 and
extending along Nebraska Highway 27
to junction with Nebraska Highway 2 at
Ellsworth, Nebr., thence Nebraska High-
way 2 to Bingham, Nebr,, thence unnum-
bered highway to junction with U. &
Highway 26 at Oshkosh, Nebr., and
thence in a southerly direction over
Nebraska Highway 27 to the ‘Nebraska-
Colorado State line, including points on
the highways indicated. Applicant is
authorized to transport similar commod-
ities from and to specified points in
Colorado, Wyoming, and Nebraska.

HEARING: June 19, 1857, at the Alex
Johnson Hotel, Rapid City, S. Dak., be-
fore Joint Board No. 233, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 107496 (Sub No. 93), filed April
26, 1957, RUAN TRANSPORT CORPO-
RATION, 408 Southeast 30th Street, Des
Moines, Iowa. For authority to operate
as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid chemicals,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mapleton,
Ill., to points in Minnesota, Iowa, Mis-
souri, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Ken-
tucky, and Indiana.

HEARING: May 8, 1957, at Room 852,
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner
William E. Messer.

No. MC 108068 (Sub No. 25), filed April
10, 1957, U. 8. A. C. TRANSPORT, INC,
457 West Fort Street, Detroit, Mich. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Paul F. Sullivan, 1821
Jefferson Place, Washington 6, D. C. For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Radio, radar and television antennae,
masts, towers, equipment and related ap-
paratus, the transportation of which, be«
cause of size, weight, or fragile charac-
ter, requires the use of special equipment
or special handling, between points in
the United States, except points in the
states of North Carolina, Virginia, West
Virginia, Delaware, Maryland, New Jer-
sey, Pennsylyvania, New York, Connecti-
cut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Ohio,
Illinois, Indiana, and the District of
Columbia; empty containers or other
such incidental facilities (not specified)
used ‘in transporting the above-named
commodities on return,

HEARING: June 11, 1957, at the Of-
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D. C., before Ex-
aminer C. Evans Brooks. !

No. MC 108428 (Sub No. 6), filed April
17, 1957, DINO D'AGATA, northeast
Corner 25th and Dickinson Streets,
Philadelphia, Pa. For authority to oper-
ate as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Malt beverages
from Pittsburgh, Pa. to Atlantic CitV,
Asbury Park, Burlington, Camden, Nev-
ark: Palmyra, Trenton and Vineland,
N. J.; empty malt beverage containers ob
return. Applicant is wuthorized to con-
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duct operations in New York, New Jer-
sey, Ohio, Michigan, and Pennsylvania,

HEARING: June 3, 1957, at the Penn
sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 108449 (Sub No. 43), filed
March 18, 1957, INDIANHEAD TRUCK
LINE, INC., 1947 West County Road “C”,
st Paul 13, Minn. Applicant’s attorney:
Adolph J. Bieberstein, 121 West Doty
Street, Madison 3, Wis. For a_ut.hority
to operate as a common carrier, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ce-
ment, lime and aggregates, between
points in Montana, Wyoming, North Da-
kota, South Dakota and Nebraska; (2)
Aggregates, between points in North Da-
kota and Minnesota; (3) Aggregates,
between points in Minnesota, Iowa,
South Dakota, and Nebraska.

Note: Applicant states that no authority
1s sought herein to transport between two
points in any one state, and no duplication
of any suthority is sought. Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in Wis-
consin, Minnesota, Illinois, Michigan, Iowa,
South Dakota and North Dakota.

HEARING: June 20, 1957, at the Alex
Johnson Hotel, Rapid City, S. Dak., be-
fore Examiner Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 108906 (Sub No. 4), filed April
10, 1957, TRINITY TRUCKING CORP.,
261 West 36th Street, New York, N. Y.
Applicant’s attorney: Arthur J. Piken,
160-16 Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica 32,
N. Y. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Wearing epparel and cloih,
materials, trimmings and supplies used
in the manufacture of wearing apparel,
between New York, N. Y., and points
in Connecticut, and Garnerville and
Suffern, N. Y. Applicant is authorized
to transport similar commodities in
Connecticut and New York.

Nore: Applicant states the application is
being made for the purpose, of consoli-
dating that portion of its Certificate No. MC
108906 relating to the transportation of
wearing apparel and materials, supplies and
trimmings, and further, to enable carrier
to conduct a two way or between operation
between virtually the same territory now
authorized by this Commission.

HEARING: June 4, 1957, at 346 Broad-
way, New York, N. Y., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

NQ. MC 109451 (Sub No. 7T1), filed
April 1, 1957, ECOFF TRUCKING, INC.,
112 Merrill Street, Fortville, Ind. Appli-
cant’s attorney: William J. Guenther,
1511-14 Fletcher Trust Building., In-

=dianapolis, Ind. For authority to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Acids and
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Dubuque, Towa, and points within 5 miles
of Dubuque, to points in Minnesota, Wis-
Consu_l and Illinois; and (2) sulphate of
@luminum, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
iroq Hamilton, Ohio, and points within
5 m{les of Hamilton, to Lexington, Ky.
gﬁhcaut is authorized to transport
G llar commodities in Alabama, Florida,
tue';rgia, Ilinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken-
0}5 ¥, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri,

10, Pennsylyania, Tennessee, West

Virginia, ang Wisconsin,
No.84¢—35
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HEARING: June 5, 1957, at the U. S.
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before/
Examiner Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 109708 (Sub No. 4), filed April
8, 1957, ERVIN J. KRAMER, doing busi-
ness as MARYLAND TANK TRANS-
PORTATION CO., 3820 Lewin Avenue,
Baltimore, Md. For authority to operate
as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Tallow and grease,
between Baltimore, Md. and Washington,
D. C., and Norfolk, Richmond, Newport
News, and Harrisonburg, Va., York,
Lancaster and Manheim, Pa., and Wil-
mington and Bridgeville, Del. Animal
bones, from Washington, D. C., to Long
Island City, N. Y. Crushed bones and
meat scrap, in bulk, from Long Island
City, N. Y., to Lancaster and York, Pa.

HEARING: June 7, 1957, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D. C., before Examiner
Harold W. Angle.

No. MC 111401 (Sub No. 81), (Correc-
tion) filed April 3, 1957, published in
issue of April 17, page 2694, GROEN-
DYKE TRANSPORT, INC., 2204 North
Grand, P. O. Box 632, Enid, Okla. For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Tetraethyl lead and motor juel antiknock
compounds, in bulk in specialized vehi-
cles, between points in Arkansas, Colo-
rado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri, Mon-
tana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North Da-
kota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas,
Utah, Wisconsin and Wyoming; and from
points in all other States to points in the
above named States. Applicant is au-
thorized to conduct operations in Okla-
homa, Kansas, Colorado, Texas, New
Mexico, Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennes-
see, Missouri, and California. ;

HEARING: Remains as assigned May
21, 1957, at the Offices of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washington,
D. C. before Examiner Allan F.
Borroughs.

No. MC 111812 (Sub No. 38), filed April
15, 1957, MIDWEST COAST TRANS-
PORT, INC., P. O. Box 747, Sioux Falls,
S. Dak. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, packing-house
products, and commodities used by pack-
ing houses, as defined by the Commission,
from Madison and Sioux Falls, S. Dak.
and Estherville, Jowa, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Nevada and
California; hooks and racks, (the prop-
erty of the shipper involved), on return.

* Applicant is authorized to conduct op-

erations in South Dakota, Washington,
Oregon, Nevada, California, Minnesota,
Nebraska, and Iowa.

Nore: If authority sought herein is granted,
applicant will surrender its Certificate No.
MC 111812 Sub 8 and the portion of Certifi-
cate No. MC 111812 Sub 18 authorizing trans-
portation of dairy products and articles
distributed and used by meat packing houses
in their business from Sioux Falls, S. Dak.

HEARING: June 10, 1957, in Room 852,
U. S. Customs House, 610 Canal Street,
Chicago, Ill., before Examiner Leo A.
Riegel.

No. MC 111844 (Sub No. 4), filed April

17, 1957, DEAN BRENNAN, Washington -

Street, Wrightstown, Wis. Applicant’s
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attorney: Edward A. Solie, 715 First
Nat’l, Bank Building, Madison 3, Wis.
For authority to operate as a coniract
carrier, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Vinegar, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from Manitowoc, Wis., to points in Ken-
tucky, Iowa and Ohio; and from Cudahy,
Wis., to points in Kentucky, Indiana,
Ohio, Illinois, Towa, Minnesota and Mich-
igan. Applicant is authorized to trans-
port vinegar from Manitowoe, Wis., to
points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, and Louisville, Ky.

Norte: Any duplication should be elimi-
nated.

HEARING: June 12, 1957, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Examiner Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 113651 (Sub No. 13), filed
April 12, 1957, INDIANA REFRIGERA-
TOR LINES, INC., 13th and North Elm
Street, Muncie, Ind. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Charles M. Pieroni, 523 Johnson
Building, Muncie, Ind. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: (1) Meals,
packing house preducts and commodities
used by packing houses, as defined by
the Commission, from Muncie, Ind., and
Indianapolis, Ind., to points in Cali-
fornia, Oregon, and Washington; and
(2) lumber, rough-and finished, includ-
ing mouldings, shingles and plywood,
from points in California, Oregon and
Washington, to points in Indiana and
Ohio. Applicant is authorized to'trans-
port similar commodities in Alabama,
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mis-
sissippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia,
West Virginia, and the District of
Columbia.

HEARING: June 4, 1957, at the U. S.
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before
Examiner Leo A. Riegel

No. MC 113855 (Sub No. 17), filed-
November 29, 1956, INTERNATIONAL
TRANSPORT, INC., 2303 Third Avenue
North, Fargo, N. Dak. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Franklin J. Van Osdel, First Na-
tional Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Agricultural machinery and imple-
ments other than hand, and parts
thereof; excavating, grading and loading
attachments for tractors or trucks;
blades and dirt-moving equipment,
trenchers, and winches with attach-
ments, accessories and parts, from points
in Fresno, Ventura, Los Angeles and
Orange Counties, Calif.,, and Whatcom
County, Wash., to points in the United
States. Damaged shipments of the
above-described commodities, on return.
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper-
ations in Washington, Oregon, Cali-
fornia, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Utah,
Arizona, New Mexico, Colorado, Wyo-
ming, North and South Dakota, Nebras-
ka, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and
Illinois.

Nore: Applicant’s attorney advises: “Ship=

per desires applicant at times to haul parts,
accessories and attachments in separate
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shipments, aside from the machinery to
which they are to be attached". ,

HEARING: June 5, 1957, at the Fed-
eral Building, Los Angeles, Calif., before
Examiner F. Roy Linn.

No. MC 114456 (Sub No. 4), filed
April 11, 1957, GORDON N. CAVES, do-
ing business as CAVES TRUCKING
CO,, P. O, Box 56, Wild Rose, Wis. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Edward Solie, 1
South Pinkney Street, Madison 3, Wis.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fertilizer, from Burlington, Iowa
to points in Adams, Columbia, Dodge,
Fond du Lac, Green Lake, Marquette,
Outagamie, Portage, Waupaca, Wau-
shara, Winnebago, and Wood Counties,
Wis. Applicant is authorized to trans-
port similar commodities in Minnesota
and Wisconsin.

HEARING: June 13, 1957, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 111, or,
if the Joint Board waives its right to
participate, before Examiner Leo A.
Riegel. A

No. MC 114679 (Sub No. 6), filed
March 20, 1957, HOWARD H. KRAPF,
doing business as KRAPF TRUCK
SERVICE, 826 Hanover Avenue, Allen-
town, Pa. Applicant’s representative:
A. E. Enoch, Brodhead Bloek, 556 Main
Street, Bethlehem, Pa. For authority
to operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Anthracite
coal from points in Columbia, Northum-
berland, Schuylkill, Luzerne and Carbon
Counties, Pa. to New York, N. Y. and
points on Long Island, N. Y. Applicant
is authorized to transport coal and bulk
commodities in dump trucks between
specified New Jersey and Pennsylvania
points.

HEARING: June 5, 1957, at the Penn
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 115111 (Sub No. 4), filed April
12, 1957, PROVOST CARTAGE, INC.,
362 Revere Street, Winthrop, Mass. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Raymond E, Bernard,
15 State Street, Boston, Mass." For au-
thority to operate as a contract carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Lignin liguor, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
* from Corinth, N. Y., to ports of entry on
the International Boundary line between
the United States and Canada, at or near
Champlain and Chateaugay, N. Y.

HEARING: June 14, 1957, at the Fed-~
eral Building, Albany, N. Y., before Ex-
aminer Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 115309 (Sub No. 3), filed Feb-
ruary 15, 1957, TRANSPORT SERVICE,
6395 Southeast Alberta Street, Portland,
Oreg. Applicant’s attorney: William B.
Adams, Pacific Building, Portland 4,
Oreg. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Volcanic ash, ore, and rock,
from points in Clackamas and Mult-
nomah Counties, Oreg. to points in
Washington, Applicant is authorized to
transport the named commodities from
points in Deschutes County, Oreg. to
points in Washington.

HEARING: July 1, 1957, at 538 Pittock
Block, Portland, Oreg., before Joint
Board No. 45. -

NOTICES

No. MC 115378 (Sub No. 4), filed March
27, 1957, URANIUM ORE TRANSPORT
COMPANY, a corporation, P. O. Box 504,
Phoenix, Ariz. Applicant’'s attorney:
Ronald Webster, Jr., 603 Mayer-Heard
Building, Phoenix, Ariz. For authority
to operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Silica sand,
from the White Mesa copper district,
located approximately 27 miles north-
east of The Gap, Ariz., to points in San
Juan County, N. Mex.

NoTte: Applicant states that ‘the White
Mesa copper district is located in the Navajo
Indians Reservation, Coconino County,
Ariz., approximately 27 miles northeast of
The Gap Trading Post, Ariz. Applicant fur-
ther states that operations will be seasonal
as weather permits.

HEARING: June 11, 1957, at the Ari-
zona Corporation Commission, Phoenix,
Ariz., before Joint Board No. 361, or, if
the Joint Board waives its right to par-
ticipate, before Examiner F, Roy Linn.

No. MC 115491 (Sub No. 6), filed April
22, 1957, COMMERCIAL CARRIER
CORPORATION, 502 East Bridges
Avenue, Auburndale, Fla. Applicant’s
attorney: William P. Tomasello, 120 East
Davidson Street, Bartow, Fla. For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Canned goods, from points in Carroll
County and Boone County, I11., and those
in Wisconsin, to points in Florida,
Georgia Alabama, South Carolina and
North Carolina. Applicant is author-
ized to conduct operations in Iowa, Ne-
braska, Missouri, Kansas, Minnesota,
and Florida. -

HEARING: June 11, 1957, at the U. S.
Court Rooms, Tampa, Fla., before Com-
missioner Laurence K. Walrath.

No. MC 115541 (Sub No. 4), filed April
1, 1957, LEONARD H. WING, doing
business as HAVERHILL TANK SERV-
ICE, 97 White Street, Haverhill, Mass.
Applicant’s attorney: John W. Coddaire,
Jr., Forty Court Street, Boston 8, Mass.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, during the
period March 15 to December 1, trans-
porting: such road building and grading
materials as are susceptible of being un-
loaded by dumping, in dump trucks, from
points in New Hampshire within 35 miles
of Haverhill, Mass., to Haverhill and
Groveland, Mass. Applicant is author-
ized to conduct operations in Massachu~
setts and New Hampshire.

HEARING: June 17, 1957, at the New
Post Office and Court House Building,

Boston, Mass., before Joint Board No.-

20, or, if the Joint Board waives its right
to participate, before Examiner Allen W.
Hagerty.

No. MC 115641 (Sub No. 1), filed April
11, 1957, ROY JACOBSEN and W. C.
JACOBSEN, a partnership, doing busi-
ness as JACOBSEN ‘BROS., 328 Mill
Street, Silverton, Oreg. Applicant’s at-
torney: John M. Hickson, Failing Build-
ing, Portland 4, Oreg. For authority to
operate as a contract carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Lumber,
from points in Yamhill, Coos, Washing-
ton, Tillamook, Clatsop, Columbia, Lin-
coln, Umatilla, Baker and Union Coun-
ties, Oreg., to points in Idaho and Utah;
and rejected shipments oj lumber from

points in Idaho and Utah, to points in
the above specified Counties in Oregon,
Applicant is authorized to transport the
commodity specified in Idaho, Oregon,
and Utah.

HEARING: July 5, 1957, at 538 Pit-
tock Block, Portland, Oreg., before Joint
Board No. 346.

No. MC 115944 (Sub No. 1), filed April
3, 1957, WALTER B. COSPER, 782 Mon-
roe Streef, Denver, Colo. For authority
to operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Beer, in
metal and glass containers, and empty
containers or other such incidental fqcil-
ities (not specified) used in transporting
the above-specified commodity, between
Golden and Pueblo, Colo., and Flagstaff,
Phoenix, Yuma, Tucson, Globe, and
Mesa, Ariz., and Albuquerque, Santa Fe,
and Raton, N. Mex.

HEARING: June 12, 1957, at the Ari-
zona Corporation Commission, Phoenix,
Ariz., before Joint Board No. 306, or, if
the Joint Board waives its right to par-
ticipate, before Examiner F. Roy Linn,

No. MC 116008 (Sub No. 5), filed April
15, 1957, ARCHIE’'S MOTOR FREIGHT,
INCORPORATED, 312 East Sixth Street,
Richmond 24, Va. Applicant’s attorney:
Herbert Baker, 50 West Broad Street,
Columbus 15, Ohio. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over irreg=
ular routes, transporting: Such com-
modities as are used or sold by dealers in
five-and-ten cent stores merchandise
(sometimes called limited price variety
stores) and, in connection therewith,
equipment, materials, and supplies used
in the conduct of such business, from the
site of the G. C. Murphy Company ware-
house at McKeesport, Pa. to points in
Alabama, excepting Huntsville and Tus-
caloosa; Florida excepting Pensacola,
Tampa, and those in Dade and Broward
Counties; Georgia, excepting Atlanta
and Warner Robins; Maryland, excepi-
ing Annapolis, Baltimore, Cumberland,
Frederick, Frostburg, Hagerstown, Han-
cock, Rockville, Silver Spring, and West-
minster; North Carolina, excepling
Charlotte, Fayetteville, and Hickory;
South Carolina; and Virginia, excepi
ing Alexandria, Clarendon and Rich-
mond; damaged or defective shipments
of ‘the above-specified commodities 0N
return. Applicant is authorized to CO_ﬂ_‘
duct operations in Pennsylvania, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Maryland, Ohio,

.North Carolina, Alabama, Florida, and

‘Washington, D. C.

HEARING: June 7, 1957, at the ches
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examinel
Lawrence A. Van Dyke.

No. MC 116326 (Sub No. 1), filed
March 23, 1957, ELIOT CREAMERY,
INC., doing business as HENDRIE'S, 131
Eliot Street, Milton 87, Mass. Appl-
cant’s attorney: Theodore E. Shasta, 60
State Street, Boston 9, Mass. For au-
thority to operate as a contract caf_rlfi’:
over irregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods, such as fruits, fruit juices,
vegetables, poultry, meats, fish, poultry
meat and fish products, and' pakery
products, all frozen in refrigeral€
equipment, from Milton, Mass., to Cbm:‘
grocery and food stores in Connecticu®
Rhode Island, Maine, New Hampsbiré
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and Vermont, and spoiled shipments

of the above-specified commodities on
turn.

re}IEARING: June 13, 1957, at the New

post Office and Court House Building,

Boston, Mass., before Examiner Allen W.

Hagerty.

No. MC 116378 (Sub No. 1), filed April
4. 1957, GEORGE LaVALLEY, P. O. Box
g1, Mooers, N. Y. Applicant’s attorney:
John J. Brady, Jr., 75 State Street,
Albany 7, N. Y. For authority to operate
as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Lime and lime-
stone products, in bulk, in dump trucks,
from Chazy, N. Y. to-the Port of Entry
on the International Boundary between
the United States and Canada located at
Champlain, N. Y.

HEARING: June 14, 1957, at the Fed-
eral Building, Albany, N. Y., before
Examiner Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 116540, filed March 25, 1957,
FRANCIS E. CADWALLADER, 134 East
Wildey Street, Philadelphia 25, Pa. <Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Ralph C. Blsser, Jr.,
1609 Morris Bldg., 1421 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia 2, Pa. For authority to
operate as a contract carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Fluorescent
lighting fiztures, dismantled and as-
sembled; parts and supplies used in the
manufacture of suech fixtures, from the
sites or plants of Herman Hassinger,
Inc,, its successors and assigns in Phila-
delphia, Pa., to points in New Jersey, New
York, Delaware, Maryland, Connecticut,
Massachusetts, Ohio, and the District of
Columbia, and empty containers or other
such incidental facilities (not specified)
used in transporting the commodities
specific in this application, and rejected
and defective shipments of the above-
described commodities on return,

HEARING: June 5, 1957, at the Penn
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner,

No. MC 116505, filed March 8, 1957,
HEAVY HAULING, INC., 8640 East Mar-
ginal Way, Seattle, Wash. Applicant’s
dttorney: George R. LaBissioniere, 654
Central Building, Seattle 4, Wash. For
authority to operate as a common oarrier,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
heavy machinery, consisting of logging,
mining, road building and contractors’
tquipment and steel articles, including
but not limited to those requiring special
equipment, between points in Washing-
ton on the one hand, and, on the other,
borts of entry on the international
boundary line hetween the United States
and Canada at or near Blaine, Wash., at
ornear Lyndon, Wash., at or near Sumas,
Wash,, at or near Omak, Wash., at or
lear Eastport and Porthill, Idaho, and
g‘ or near Sweet Grass, Mont.; (2) Lum-
ver, shingles and shakes, rough .or fin-
ished from the ports of entry on the
international boundary line between the
United States and Canada at or near
3}“‘"3' Lyndon, Sumas and Omak,
M“Sh-. Eastport, Idaho, and Sweet Grass,
“ont., to points in Washington.
40HEAR1NG: June 26, 1957, in Room

0, U. S, Court House, Fifth and Madi-

;O“ Streets, Seattle, Wash., before Joint
0ard No, 79,
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No. MC 116547, filed March 27, 1957,
EDWARD J. TSCHETTER, Route 1,
Huron, S. Dak. For authority to operate
as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Salt, from points
in Kansas to points in South Dakota east
of the Missouri River.

HEARING : June 17, 1957, at the South
Dakota Public Utilities Commission,
Pierre, S. Dak., before Examiner Leo A,
Riegel.

No. MC 116554, filed April 1, 1957,

WALTER BUCHOLTZ, R. R. 1, Algoma,

Wis. For authority to operate as a com-
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: (1) Pallets, dowels, glue pins,
lumber and logs, from Algoma, Wis., to
points in Minnesota, Iowa, Illinois, In-
diana and Wisconsin, and lumber mill
supplies on return; (2) pallets, dowels,
glue pins, lumber and logs, between Al-
goma, Wis., and points in Minnesota,
Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: June 12, 1957, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Examiner Leo A. Riegel.

No. MC 116558 (Sub No. 1), filed April
9, 1957, MICHAEL L. VOLPE, 42 Wallis
Ave., Jersey City, N. J. Applicant’s

' representative: John T. Hildemann, 1026

Hudson Street, Hoboken, N. J. For au-
thority to operate as a contract carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
retail and chain grocery and food busi-
ness houses, and, in connection there-
with, equipment, materials, and supplies
used in the conduct of such business, be-
tween points in New Jersey, North and
East of the Southern and Western
boundaries of Ocean County, East of the
Western boundary of Monmouth County
and North of the Southern boundary of
Mercer County and those in New York
East of the Western boundary of Sullivan
County and South of the Northern
boundaries of Sullivan, Ulster and
Dutchess Counties including New York,
N. Y. and points on Long Island, N. Y.
and including points on the above speci-
fied boundary lines.

HEARING: June 7, 1957, at the New
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N. J., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner,

No. MC 116559 (Sub No. 1), filed April
9, 1957, THOMAS H. HENRIKSEN, 4
Nutwold Avenue, West Orange, N. J.
Applicant’s representative: John  T.
Hildemann, 1026 Hudson Street, Hobo-
ken, N. J. For authority to operate as a
coniract carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such merchandise as is
dealt in by wholesale, retail and chain
grocery and food business houses, and, in
connection therewith, equipment, mate-
rials and supplies used in the conduct of
such - business, between points in New
Jersey, North and East of the Southern
and Western boundaries of Ocean
County, East of the Western boundary
of Monmouth County and North of the
Southern boundary of Mercer County
and those in New York East of the West-
ern boundary of Sullivan County and
South of the Northern boundaries of
Sullivan, Ulster and Dutchess Counties
including New York, N. Y. and points on
Long Island, N. Y. and including points
on the above specified boundary lines,
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HEARING: June 7, 1957, at the New
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N. J., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 116560 (Sub No. 1), filed April
9, 1957, JOSEPH GALAJDA, 185 Munn
Avenue, Irvington, N. J. Applicant's
representative: John T. Hildemann, 1026
Hudson Street, Hoboken, N. J. For au-
thority to operate as a coniract carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
retail and chain grocery and food busi-
ness houses, and, in connection there-
with, equipment, materials, and supplies
used in the conduct of such business, be-
tween points in New Jersey north and
east of the southern and western bound-
aries of Ocean County, east of the west-
tern boundary of Monmouth County and
north of the southern boundary of
Mercer County, those in New York east of
the western boundary of Sullivan County
and south of the northern boundaries of
Sullivan, Ulster and Dutchess Counties,
including points on the specified bound-
ary lines, points on Long Island, N. Y.,
and New York, N. Y,

HEARING: June 7, 1957, at the New
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N. J., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 116561 (Sub No. 1), filed April
9, 1957, WALTER KELLER, 235 Old Tote
Road, Westfield, N. J. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: John T. Hildemann, 1026
Hudson Street, Hoboken, N. J. For au-
thority to operate as a contracl carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
retail and chain grocery and food busi-
ness houses, and, in connection there-
with, equipment, materials and supplies
used in the conduct of such business, be-
tween points in New Jersey north and
east of the southern and western bound-
aries of Ocean County, east of the west-
ern boundary of Monmouth County and
north of the southern baundary of
Mercer County and those in New York
east of the western boundary of Sulli-
van County and south of the northern
boundaries of Sullivan, Ulster and
Dutchess Counties, including points on
the boundary lines specified, points on
Long Island, N. Y., and New York, N. Y,

HEARING: June 7, 1957, at the New
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N. J., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 116562, filed April 3, 1957, AR~
THUR W. COULTER, 2291 Crater Lake
Avenue, Medford, Oreg, Applicant’'s
representative: I. R. Perry, P. O. Box
594, Grants Pass, Oreg. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over ir=
regular routes, transporting: ZLumber,
from points in Douglas, Jackson, Jose-
phine and Lane Counties, Oreg., to points
in California and Nevada.

HEARING : July 8, 1957, at the Federal
Building, Medford, Oreg., before Joint
Board No. 151.

No. MC 116565, filed April 3, 1957, OR~
VILLE STEVENSON, 316 S. W. “K”
Street, Grants Pass, Oreg, Applicant’s
representative: I. R. Perry, P. O. Box
594, Grants Pass, Oreg. For authority
to operate as a common carrier, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: ZLumber,
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from points in Douglas, Jackson, Jose-
phine and Lane Counties, Oreg., to points
in California and Nevada. y

HEARING: July 8, 1957, at the Fed-
eral Building, Medford, Oreg., before
Joint Board No. 151.

No. MC 116567, filed April 4, 1957,
R. E, MACY, doing business as MACY
TRUCKING COMPANY & BULK
CEMENT SERVICE, 106 North Univer-
sity Road, Vermillion, S. Dak. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Warren W. May, Pierre
National Bank Building, Pierre, S. Dak.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Cement, in bulk and in sacks, from
Rapid City, 8. Dak., and points within
five (5) miles thereof, to points in
Nebraska on and north of U. S. High-
way 30 and on and west of U. S. Highway
281; to points in Montana on and east
of a line beginning at the southerly en-
trance of U. S. Highway 212 near
Alzada, Mont., and exténding in a north-
erly direction along U. S. Highway 212 to
Miles City, Mont., thence in a north-
easterly direction along U. S. Highway
10 to Glendive, Mont., thence along
Montana Highway 18 to Circle, Mont.,
thence along Montana Highway 13 to
the United States-Canada International
Boundary line, including points on the
indicated portions of the highways
specified; to points in Wyoming on and
north of U. S. Highway 30 and on and
east of U. 8. Highway 287; and those
in North Dakota on and west of U. S.
Highway 83.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at 11:00
o'clock a. m., United States Standard
Time (or 11:00 o’clock a. m., local day-
light saving time, if that time is ob-
served), at the Alex Johnson Hotel,
Rapid City, S. Dak., before Examiner Leo
A. Riegel.

No. MC 116575, filed April 8, 1957,
FLOYD BUDD, doing business as FLOYD
BUDD TRANSPORT, R. R. No. 1, Sim-
coe, Ontario, Canada. ‘For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Farm machin-
ery, and farm' machinery parts, from
Belleville, Pa., and New Holland, Pa. and
Mountyville, Pa. to Ports of Entry on the
International Boundary between the
United States and Canada located at
Niagara Falls and Buffalo, N, Y.

HEARING: June 17, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116587, filed April 10, 1957,
EASTERN-WESTERN TRUCKING,
INC., 3720 Military Road, Puyallup,
Wash. Applicant’s attorney: George R.
LaBissioniere, 654 Central Building,
Seattle 4, Wash. For authority to oper-
ate as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Lumber, restricted
to traffic having a prior or subsequent
movement by water, between points in
Washington, on the one hand, and, on
the other, ports and docks located in the
State of Washington.

HEARING: June 20, 1957, in Room
400, U. S. Court House, Fifth and Madi-
son Streets, Seattle, Wash., before Joint
Board No. 80.

No. MC 116588, filed April 10, 1957,
FARRY GRANZOTTO, doing business as

NOTICES

GRANZOTTO TRUCKING COMPANY,
1801 Olive Avenue, Walnut Creek, Calif.
Applicant’s attorney: John A. Nehedly,
1627 Camplin Avenue, Walnut Creek,
Calif. For authority to operate as a
contract carrier, over a regular route,
transporting: Powdered coke, from the
site of the Associated Oil Co., plant in
Avon, Calif., to the M & R Terminal Dock
in Pittsburg, Calif., from the site of the
Associated Oil Co., plant on Avon Road,
in Avon, Calif., near Martinez, Calif., in
a southerly direction on Avon Road to
junction California Highway 4 (Arnold
Industrial Highway), thenee in an east-
erly direction over California Highway
4 to Railroad Avenue Overpass, in Pitts-
burg, thence north over Railroad Avenue
to junction California Street, thence east
over California Street to junction Harbor
Street, thence north over Harbor Street
to junction East 3rd Street thence west
over East 3rd Street (approximately 100
feet) to the entrance of the M & R
Terminal Dock (Government dock),
thence north on to the said dock, serving
no intermediate points.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, in Room 226,
Old Mint Building, Fifth and Mission
Streets, San Francisco, Calif.,, before
Joint Board No. 75, or if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner F. Roy Linn.

No. MC 116589, filed April 10, 1957,
EDWIN M. LEMIRE and LEROY E.
WINCHESTER, a partnership, doing
business as LEMIRE & WINCHESTER
TRUCKING, 1196 Ross Lane, Medford,
Oreg. Applicant’s representative: I. R.
Perry, P. O. Box 594, Grants Pass, Oreg.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Lumber, from points in Douglas,
Jackson, Josephine and Lane Counties,
Oreg., to points in California and Nevada.

HEARING: July 8, 1957, at the Federal
Building, Medford, Oreg., before Joint
Board No. 151.

No. MC 116593, filed April 12, 1957,
PETER SMITH, Box 140, Acme, Mich.
Applicant’s representative: William L.
Wise, 326 State Street, Traverse City,
Mich. For authority to operate as a
contract carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Canned cherries, frozen
cherries, cherries in water and cherries
in brine, from Elk Rapids, Mich., and
Shelby, Mich., and points within ten
miles of Elk Rapids and Shelby, Mich.,
to points in Michigan, Indiana, Illinois,
Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, Ala-
bama, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York,
Wisconsin and Minnesota; and empty
containers or other such incidental fa-
cilities (not specified), used in trans-
porting the commodities specified, from
points in the above-described destina-
tion area to Elk Rapids and Shelby,
Mich., and points within ten miles of
each.

HEARING: June 3, 1957, at the Federal
Building, Detroit, Mich., before Exam-
iner Robert A. Joyner. _

No. MC 116595, filed April 15, 1957,
HOLLY FARMS POULTRY COMPANY,
INC,, P. O. Box 88, Wilkesboro, N. C. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Reuben G. Crimm,
Eight-O-Five Peachtree Street Building,
Atlanta 8, Ga. For authority to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, over irregular

routes, transporting: Fiber pipe and
conduit (impregnated with coa) tar
pitch), loose, and connections thereqf,
in straight shipments or in mixed ship-
ments with plastic pipe, from Orange-
burg, N. Y., to points in North Carolina,
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala.
bama, Tennessee, Illinois, Indiang,
Michigan, Ohio, and West Virginia,

HEARING: June 10, 1957, at 346
Broadway, New York, N. Y., before Ex-
aminer Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 116596, filed April 15, 1957,
ROBERT GEIST, doing business as IN-
LAND EXCAVATING CO., 1832 Fas
Isaaes Avenue, Walla Walla, Wash, For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Asphalt, erushed rock, dirt, sand, gravel
and debris, in dump trucks, between
plant sites located near Milton-Free-
water, Oreg. and at Walla Walla, Wash.
and points in Umatilla County, Oreg, and
those in Columbia and Walla Walla
Counties, Wash.

HEARING: June 19, 1957, at the Dav-
enport Hotel, Spokane, Wash., before
Joint Board No. 45.

No. MC 116599, filed April 17, 1957,

" FRANK HORNBROOK, doing business

as HORNBROOK AND SONS, 4213 Vas-
conia Street, Tampa, Fla. Applicant’s
attorney: Myron G. Gibbons, Mailing
address, P, O. Box 1363, Suite 918 First
National Bank Building, Tampa, Fla.
For authority to operate as a contract
carrier, over irregular routes, frans-
porting: Equipment used in dewatering
systems including gasoline and diesel
pumps; pipe, well points and all fittings
and parts used in dewatering systems,
between Rockaway, N. J., and Tamps,
Fla,; and from Tampa, Fla., to points in
Florida, Georgia, Alabama, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, and Tennessee,
HEARING: June 12, 1957, at the U. S
Court Rooms, Tampa, Fla., before Com-
missioner Laurence K. Walrath,

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 3647 (Sub No. 214), filed
March 20, 1957, PUBLIC SERVICE CO-
ORDINATED TRANSPORT, a Corpora-
tion, 180 Boyden Avenue, Maplewood,
N. J. Applicant’s dttorney: Frederick
M. Broadfoot, Public Service Terminal,
Newark 1, N. J. For authority to operate
as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, in special operations, I
round-trip sightseeing and pleaswe
tours, beginning and ending at points i
the City of Elizabeth, N. J,, and extend-
ing to points in Pennsylvania, New
York, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, Vermont, Mainé
and the District of Columbia. Appl-
cant is authorized to conduct similar
operations between specified points It
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, the
District of Columbia, and Virginia.

HEARING: June 10, 1957, at the Nev
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N, J., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner,

No. MC 3647 (Sub No. 215) , filed March
20, 1957, PUBLIC SERVICE COORDI-
NATED TRANSPORT, a Corporation
180 Boyden Ave., Maplewood, N. J. AP~
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plicant’s attorney: Frederick M. Broad-
foot, Public Service Terminal, Newark 1,
N. J. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage, in special operations, in round-trip
sightseeing and pleasure tours, begin-
ning and ending at points in Middlesex
county, N. J., and extending to points in
pennsylvania, New York, Delaware,
Maryland, Virginia, Connecticut, Rhede
Island, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Maine, and the District of Co-
lumbia. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct similar operations in New York, New
Jersey, and Pennsylvania.

HEARING: June 12, 1957, at the New
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N. J., before Examiner
Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 52980 (Sub No. 12), filed April
5, 1957, ROYAL BLUE COACHES, INC.,
§ Main Street, Clinton, N. J. Applicant’s
attorney: Paul F. Barnes, 225 South
Fifteenth Street, Philadelphia 2, Pa.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over a regular route, transport-
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and
express and newspapers in the same
yehicle with passengers, between Flem-
ington, N. J., and Somerville, N. J.: from
Flemington over Hunterdon County
Road 8 to junction with U. S. Highway
202, and thence over U. S. Highway 202
to junction with U..S. Highway 22
(formerly New Jersey Highway 29) in
Somerville, and return over the same
route, serving all intermediate points.
Applicant is authorized to conduct simi-
lar operations in Pennsylvania, New
York, and New Jersey.

HEARING: June 3, 1957, at the New
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis-
sioners, Newark, N. J., before Joint
Board No. 119.

* No. MC 67225 (Sub No. 10), filed April
1, 1957, BRITISH COLUMBIA ELEC-
TRIC COMPANY, LIMITED, doing busi-
ness as PACIFIC STAGE LINES, 150
Dunsmuir Street, Vancouver 3, British
Columbia, Canada. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Passengers
and their baggage, in the same vehicle
With passengers, in special operations,
between the International boundary be-
twegn the United States and Canada at
Blaine, Sumas and Lynden, Wash., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
In Skagit and Island Counties, Wash.,
Testriction to the transportation of pas-
f}‘nsers and their baggage, in the same
tehxcl_e with passengers, moving from or
t‘})x boints in Canada. Applicant is au-
jnf;rlze_d to engage in similar-operations
in cgEC_lal operations in Washington, and

o gxlu ter operations in Washington and
40g“fARING: June 24, 1957, in Room
b ese.tCOéxrttItilouse, Fifth and Madi-

s, Se X i

Board No, 237.3. e, Wash., before Joint
STN& MC 116568, filed April 4, 1957,
i 'PELEY BACHYNSKI, doing business
No 5NINSUI..A COACH LINES, R. R.
auih0'~-FenWiCk' Ontario, Canada. For
o ity to operate as a common
tne: ;'. over irregular routes, transport-
same assengers and their baggage in the

Vvehicle with passengers, in round-
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trip charter operations beginning and
ending at Ports of Entry on the Inter-
national Boundary between the United
States and Canada located at Buffalo
and Niagara Falls, N. Y. and Detroit,
Mich. and extending to points in New
York, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and
the District of Columbia.

HEARING : June 17, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner. y

No. MC 116578, filed April 8, 1957,
ERNEST WILLIAM BEVACQUA, 620
16th Street, Niagara Falls, N. Y. Ap-~
plicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn,
726-34 Investment Building, Washing-
ton, D. C. For authority to operate as &
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage, in special operations, limited to the
transportation of not more than seven
(7) passengers in any one vehicle, but
not including the driver thereof, and
not including children under ten years
of age who do not occupy a seat or seats,
between points in Niagara County, N. Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, ports
of entry at the International Boundary
Line between the United States and
Canada at Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and
Lewiston, N. Y.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116579, filed April 8, 1957,
LEONARD MATHEW CANNELLO, 646
Fourth Street, Niagara Falls, N. Y. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn,
726-34 Investment Building, Washing-
ton, D. C. For authority to operate as a
common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage, in special operations, limited to the
transportation of not more than seven
(7) passengers in any one vehicle, but
not including the driver thereof, and not
including children under ten years of
age who do not occupy a seat or seats,
between points in Niagara County, N. Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, ports
of entry at the International Boundary
line between the United States and
Canada at Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and
Lewiston, N. Y.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116580, filed April 8, 1957,
JOSEPH LOUIS CROGAN, 456 20th
Street, Niagara Falls, N. Y. Applicant’s
attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, 726-34 In-
vestment Building, Washington, D. C.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Passengers and their baggage,
in special operations, limited to the
transportation of not more than seven
(7) passengers in any one vehicle, but
not including the driver thereof, and
not including children under ten years
of age who do not occupy a seat or seats,
between points in Niagara County, N. Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, ports
of entry at the International Boundary
line between the United States and
Canada at Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and
Lewiston, N. Y.
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HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116581, filed April 8, 1957, JO-
SEPH DiPASQUALE, 713 15th Street,
Niagara Falls, N. Y. Applicant’s attor-
ney: S. Harrison Kahn, 726-34 Invest-
ment Building, Washington, D. C. For
authority to operate as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Passengers and their baggage, in special
operations, limited to the transportation
of not more than seven (7) passengers
in any one vehicle, but not including the
driver thereof, and not including chil-
dren under ten years of age who do not
occupy a seat or seats, between points
in Niagara County, N. Y., on the one
hand, and, on the other, ports of entry
on the United States-Canada - Inter-
national Boundary line at or near Buf-
falo, Niagara Falls, and Lewiston, N. Y.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y. before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116582, filed April 8, 1957,
FALLS & GORGE TOURS, INC., 1514
Walnut Avenue, Niagara Falls, N, Y,
Applicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn,
726-34 Investment Building, Washing-
ton, D. C. For authority to operate as
a common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage, in special operations, limited to the
transportation of not more than seven
(7) passengers in any one vehicle, but
not including the driver thereof, and not
including children under ten years of
age who do not occupy a seat or seats,
between points in Niagara County, N. Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, ports
of entry on the United States-Canada
International Boundary line at or near
Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and Lewiston,
N. Y.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hofel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,

_Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles

H. Riegner. !

No. MC 116583, filed April 8, 1957,
GROVER LONDON, doing business as
INTERNATIONAL HONEYMOON
TOURS, 8601-8621 Pine Avenue, Niagara
Falls, N. Y. Applicant’s attorney: S.
Harrison Kahn, 726-34 Investment
Building, Washington, D. C. For author-
ity to operate as a common carrier, over
irregular routes, transporting: Passen-
gers and their baggage, in special opera-
tions, limited to the transportation of
not more than seven (7) passengers in
any one vehicle, but not including the
driver thereof, and not including chil-
dren under ten years of age who do not
occupy a seat or seats, between points in
Niagara County, N. Y., on the one hand,
and, on the other, ports of entry at the
International Boundary Line between
the United States and Canada at Buffalo,
Niagara Falls, and Lewiston, N, Y.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116584, filed April 8, 1957,
LOUIS LARRATTA, 432 10th Street,
Niagara Falls, N. Y. Applicant's attor-
ney: S. Harrison Kahn, 726-34 Invest-
ment Building, Washington, D. C. For
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authority to operate &s a common car-
rier, over irregular routes, transporting:
Passengers and their baggage, in special
operations, limited to the transportation
of not more than seven (7) passengers in
any one vehicle, but not including the
driver thereof, and not including children
under ten years of age who do not oc-
cupy a seat or seats, between points in
Niagara County, N. Y., on the one hand,
and, on the other, ports of entry on the
United States-Canada International
Boundary line at or near Buffalo, Niagara
Falls, and Lewiston, N. Y.

HEARING: June 18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington und Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H. Riegner.

No. MC 116585, filed April 8, 1957,
LEONARD MICHAEL CANNELLO, doing
business as LEONARD'S TOURS, 646
Fourth Street, Niagara Falls, N. Y. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn,
726-34 Investment Building, Washington,
D. C. For authority to operate as a com-
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Passengers and their baggage, in
special operations, limited to the trans-
portation of not more than seven (7)
passengers in any one vehicle, but not
including the driver thereof, and not in-
cluding children under ten years of age
who do not occupy a seat or seats, be-
tween points in Niagara County, N. Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, ports
of entry on the United States-Canada
International Boundary line at or near
Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and Lewiston,
N. Y.

HEARING: June-18, 1957, at the Hotel
Buffalo, Washington and Swann Streets,
Buffalo, N. Y., before Examiner Charles
H, Riegner.

APPLICATIONS IN WHICH HANDLING WITH-
oUT ORAL HEARING IS REQUESTED

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 2900 (Sub No. 89), filed April
8, 1957, GREAT SOUTHERN TRUCKING
COMPANY, a corporation, 2050 Kings
Road, (P. O. Box 2408), Jacksonville, Fla.
For authority to operate as a common
carrier, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment, serving the
site of the Pratt and Whitney Aircraft
Plant, located near and south of Florida
Highway 706, approximately twelve (12)
miles west of Jupiter, Fla., in Palm Beach
County, Fla., as an off-route point in
connection with applicant’s authorized
regular route authority between Jack-
sonville, Fla., and Miami, Fla., over U, S.
Highway 1. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
and Tennessee,

No. MC 172818 (Sub No. 1), filed April
15, 1957, EARL HONSON, Mediapolis,
Iowa. Applicant’s representative;
William A. Landau, 1307 East Walnut
Street, Des Moines 16, Towa. For author-
ity to operate as a common carrier, over
irregular routes, transporting: Inedible
cheese trimmings, from points in Mis-
souri and Wisconsin to points in Iowa,
Illinois and Missouri located on the Mis-
sissippi River, Applicant is authorized

NOTICES

to conduct operations in Towa and
Illinois.

No. MC 78786 (Sub No. 210), filed
April 16, 1957, PACIFIC MOTOR
TRUCKING COMPANY, 65 Market
Street, San Francisco 5, Calif. For au-
thority to operate as a common carrier,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and commodities requiring special
equipment, from the junction of U. S.
Highway 99W and unnumbered County
road near Dunnigan, Calif., over unnum-
bered County road via Madison and
Winters, Calif. to junction U, S. Highway
40 near Vacaville, Calif., and return over
the same route, serving no intermediate
points, as an alternate route for operat-
ing convenience only, in connection with
applicant’s authorized regular route op-
erations between Ashland, Oreg. and
South San Francisco, Calif. which are
subject to the condition that service
shall not be rendered from or to, or
traffic interchanged at, any point which
is not a station on the lines of the South-
ern Pacific Company, if such point is
more than ten miles by highway from
such a station. Applicant is authorized
to conduct operations-in California, Ari-
zona, Texas, New Mexico, Oregon, and
Nevada.

No. MC 99109 (Sub No. 1), filed Feb-
ruary 25, 1957, MARVIN C. FRISCH, do-
ing business as HEUTON TRANSFER,
Atkinson, Nebr. Applicant’s attorney:
J. Max Harding, $01 South Thirteenth
Street, Lincoln, Nebr. For authority to

“operate as a common carrier, over regu-

lar routes, transporting: (1) General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, commodities in bulk, beer and
liquor, and commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment, between Stuart, Nebr.,
and Council Bluffs, Iowa, from Stuart
over U. S. Highway 20 to junction U. S.
Highway 275, thence over U. S. Highway
275 to Council Bluffs, and return over
the same route, serving O'Neill, Atkin-
son, and Emmett, Nebr., as intermediate
points; (2) Beer and liguor exclusively,
between Stuart, Nebr., and Council
Bluffs, Towa, from Stuart over U. S.
Highway 20 to junction U. S. Highway
275, thence over U. S. Highway 275 to
Council Bluffs, and return over the same
route, serving Atkinson, Nebr., as an in-
termediate point; (3) General commod-
ities, except those of unusual value,
Class A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and commodities
requiring special equipment, other than
refrigeration, between Creighton, Nebr.,
and Council Bluffs, Towa, from Creigh-
ton over Nebraska Highway 13 to june-
tion U. S. Highway 20, thence over U. S.
Highway 20 to junction U, S. Highway
81, thence over U, S. Highway 81 to Nor-
folk, Nebr., thence over U. S. Highway
275 to Council Bluffs, and return over the
same route, serving Fremont, Nebr., as
an intermediate point, except that no
service is authorized between Fremont,
Nebr.,, on the one hand, and, on the
other, Council Bluffs, Iowa; (4) General

commodities, except those of unusy)
value, Class A and B explosives, hoyse.
hold goods as 'defined by the Commis.
sion, commodities in bulk, and com.
modities requiring special equipment,
other than refrigeration, betweep
Creighton, Nebr., and Jamison, Nebr,
from Creighton over Nebraska Highway
13 to junction Nebraska Highway~g4,
thence over Nebraska Highway 84 {g
Verdigre, Nebr., thence over Nehraska
Highway 14 to junction Nebraska High-
way 12, thence over Nebraska Highway
12 to Jamison, and return over the same
route serving all intermediate points, and
the off-route point of Gross, Nebr.: and
(5) General commodities, except thos
of unusual value, Class A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
commodities requiring special equip-
ment, other than refrigeration, between
Jamison, Nebr., and Couneil Bluffs, Iowa,
from Jamison over Nebraska Highway
12 to junction U. S. Highway 281, thence
over U. S. Highway 281 to O'Neill, Nebr,
thence over U. S. Highway 275 to Council
Bluffs, and return over the same route,
serving the intermediate points of Fre-
mont and Spencer, Nebr., and all inter-
mediate poinfs between Spencer, Nebr,
and Jamison, Nebr., except that no serv-
ice is authorized between Fremont, Nebr,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
Council Bluffs, Iowa.

Nore: Applicant is now operating in inter-
state commerce over most of the same routes
and area involved herein under and by virtue
of registration of Nebraska intrastate author-
ity, under MC 99109. If the instant appli-
cation is granted, applicant will voluntarily
relinquish the registered authority.

No. MC 109689 (Sub No. 47), filed April
18, 1957, W. S. HATCH CO., 643 South
Eighth West, Woods Cross, Utah. For
authority to operate as a common carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting: Sul-
phuric acid, in bulk, in tank vehiclgs,
from Casper, Wyo. and points within
twenty-five miles of Casper, to Edge-
mont, S. Dak, and points within twenty-
five (25) miles of Edgemont: contami-
nated shipments of sulphuric acid on re-
turn. Applicant is authorized to con=
duct operations in Utah, Idaho, Nevada,
Colorado, Montana, and Oregon.

No. MC 115460 (Sub No. 1), filed Aprﬂ
17, 1957, RALPH NOE, 726 West First,
Maryville, Mo. For authority to oper-
ate as a common carrier, over irregular
routes, transporting: Crushed rock, from
points in Worth County, Missouri 0
points in Ringgold, Page and Taylor
Counties, Towa. Applicant is authorized
to transport crushed rock in Missouri
and Iowa,

No. MC 116609, filed April 24, 1957,
ERNEST TRENTER, JR., 37 D Streeb,
Keyser, W, Va. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Peter J. Decker, 917 Grand Avenue,
Cumberland, Md. For authority to op-
erate as a common carrier, over irregul'ﬂl'
routes, transporting: Beer, from Clex;!-
land, Ohio to Keyser, W. Va., and empi
containers or other such incidental [0~
cilities (not specified) used in transport-
ing beer on return.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 133), filed Ap(r)!]
15, 1957, THE GREYHOUND CORF
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RATION, 2600 Board of Trade Building,
Chicago, T1L, Applicant’s attorney: Jack
. Turney, 2001 Massachusetts Avenue
NW. Washington 4, D. C. For author-
ity to operate as a common carrier, over
regular routes, transporting: Passengers
and their baggage, and express, mail and
newspapers in the same vehicle with
passengers, between Waycross, Ga., and
Douglas, Ga., from "Waycross over U S.
Highway 82 to junction Geqrgia_ High-
way 158, thence over Georgia Highway
158 to Douglas, and return over the same
route, as an alternate route for operating
convenience only, serving no intermedi-
ate points, in connection with carrier's
authorized regular route operations
serving both Waycross and Douglas, Ga.,
via Alma, Ga., over U. S. Highway 1 from
Waycross to Alma, and over Georgia
Highway 32 from Alma to Douglas, Ga.
Applicant is authorized to conduct op-
erations throughout the United States.

No. MC 45626 (Sub No. 35), filed April
15, 1957, VERMONT TRANSIT CO,
INC., 135 St. Paul Street, Burlington,
Vt. Applicant’s attorney: L. C. Major,
Jr. 2001 Massachusetts Avenue NW.,
Washington 6, D. C. For authority to
operate as a common carrier, over regu-
lar routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, and express and news-
papers in the same vehicle with pas-
sengers, during the period between May
1 and October 31, inclusive, of each year,
between Concord, N. H., and Hampton
Beach, N. H., from Concord over U. S.
Highway 4 to Portsmouth, N. H., thence
over New Hampshire Highway 1-A ‘to
Hampton Beach (also from Portsmouth
over U. S. Highway 1 to Hampton, N. H.,
thence over New. Hampshire Highway
101-E to junction New Hampshire High-
way 1-A) (also from Portsmouth over the
New Hampshire Turnkipe to Hampton
Interchange, thence over New Hampshire
Highway 101-C to Hampton), and re-
turn over the same routes, serving all
intermediate points. RESTRICTION:
The above deseribed routes shall be used
only in connection with the operation of
busses which either originate at, or are
destined to, a point west of the New
Hampshire-Vermont State line. Appli-
cant is authorized to conduct operations
in Massachusetts, Maine, New Hamp-
shire, New York, and Vermont.

PETITION FOR REOPENING AND “MODIFICA-
TION OF CERTIFICATE

No. MC 19201, PENNSYLVANIA
TRUCK LINES, INC., 110 South Main
Street, Pittsburgh 20, Pa. Applicant’s
attorney: Robert H. Griswold, Com-
g\erce Building, P, O. Box 432, Harris-
XUT&'. Pa. Certificate issued March 5,
943, authorizes petitioner to transport,
among other, general commodities, ex-
et dangerous explosives, over the fol-
lowing regular routes:
Valll]et}veen Spring Creek, Pa. and Belle
B ey, Pa.v. from Spring Creek over
tgnnSYIvama Highway 177 to Corvy, Pa.,
Citence over U. S. Highway 6 to Union
Hi%; 'Pa.. thence over Pennsylvania
Pﬂgm‘: ay 97 to Erie, Pa., and thence over
[Pemylvanig Hi_ghwa.y 8 to Belle Valley.
neied sylvanig, Highway 177 is now desig-
i Pennsylvania Highway 426.) Be-

en Garland, Pa., and Ludlow, Pa.,
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from Garland over Pennsylvania High-
way 27 to Pittsfield, Pa., thence over
U. S. Highway 6 to Ludlow.

Service over the above routes is sub-
ject, inter alia, to the following condi-
tion: No shipments shall be transported
by said carrier as a common carrier by
motor vehicle between any of the fol-
lowing points, or through or to or from
more than one of said points: Philadel-
phia, Lancaster, York, Harrisburg, Erie,
and Warren, Pa.

By this petition, petitioner requests
that the proceeding at MC 19201 be re-
opened solely for the purpose of removing
Erie, Pa., and Warren, Pa., as keypoints
applicable to operations over the two
routes described above.

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATES OR PERMITS
WHIcH ARE To BE PROCESSED CONCUR~
RENTLY WITH APPLICATIONS UNDER
SECTION 5, GOVERNED BY SPECIAL RULE
1.240 To THE EXTENT APPLICABLE

No. MC 116600, filed April 15, 1957,
LEWIS CARTAGE LTD. 1531 Keele
Street, Toronto, Ontario, Canada. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Kenneth T. Johnson,
Bank of Jamestown Building, James-
town, N. Y. For authority to operate as
a common carrier, over irregular routes,
transporting: Commodities classified as
(a) meat, meat products, meat byprod-
uets; (b) dairy products; and (¢) ar-
ticles distributed by meat packing houses,
in appendix to report in Modification of
Permits—Packing House Products, 46
M. C. C. 23, from the boundary of the
United States and Canada at Buffalo
and Niagara Falls, N. Y. to points in New
York on the west of a line beginning at
Port Ontario, N. Y., thence over New
York Highway 49 to Utica, N. Y., thence
over New York Highway 8 to Deposit,
N. Y., thence over New York Highway 17
to junetion U. S. Highway 11, and thence
over U. S. Highway 11 to the New York-
Pennsylvania State line; those in Penn-
sylvania on, west and north of a line
beginning at Tuna, Pa., thence over U. S.
Highway 219 through Bradford, Pa., to
Ebensburg, Pa., thence over U. S. High-
way 22 through Pittsburgh, Pa., to the
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line; and those
in Ohio on, north and east of a line begin-
ning at Steubenville, Ohio, thence over
U. S. Highway 22 to Cadiz, Ohio, thence
over U. 8. Highway 250 to Ashland, Ohio,
and thence over Ohio Highway 58 to
Lorain, Ohio.

Nore: Applicant is authorized to conduct
the above operations as a contract carrier
under Permit No. MC 93476. Section 210 may
be involved. This matter is directly related
to MC-F 6508. Applicant states that the
purpose of this application is that in the
event that the facts developed at the hear=-
ing should be such as to convince the Com-
mission that the Certificate and Permit could
not be held consistent with the public inter-
est, then the applicant respectfully requests
that the contract rights which the applicant
holds by virtue of Permit No. MC 93476 be
changed to common carrier rights for the
identical commodities and for the identical
destination territory.

APPLICATIONS UNDER SECTIONS 5 AND
210a (b)

The following applications are gov=-
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com=-
mission’s special rules governing notice
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of filing of applications by motor car-

.riers of property or passengers under

sections 5 (2) and 210a (b) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act and certain other
procedural matters with respect thereto.
(FEDERAL REGISTER, Volume 21, page 7339,
§ 1.240, September 26, 1956.)

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC-F 6561 (correction) published
in the April 24, 1957, issue of the F'EDERAL
REGISTER on page 2894. The transaction
should have been shown as control and
merger rather than merger.

No. MC-F 6564. Authority sought for
purchase by NEPTUNE STORAGE, INC.,,
369 Huguenot Street, New Rochelle, N. Y.,
of the operating rights and property of
E. H. WARREN COMPANY, 925 Lysan-
der Avenue, Detroit, Mich., and for ac-
quisition by DAVID KIRSCHENBAUM,
HENRY KIRSCHENBAUM and RICH-~
ARD KIRSCHENBAUM, all of Harrison,
N. Y., an”’ DORIS GOLDSTEIN, New
Rochelle, N. Y., of control of such rights
and property through the purchase,. Ap-
plicants’ attorneys: Henry Thalenfeld,
Bennett Bldg., Public Square, Wilkes-
Barre, Pa., and S. S. Eisen, 140 Cedar
Street, New York 6, N. Y. Operating
rights sought to be transferred: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion, as a common carrier over irregular
routes between points in Illinois, Indiana,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New
York, and the lower peninsula of Michi=-
gan, and between points specified above,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Alabama, Arkansas, California, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
To#a, Kansas, Kentucky, Maryland,
Massachusetts, the upper peninsula of
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Oklahoma,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and
the District of Columbia. Vendee is au-
thorized to operate as a common carrier
in all states in the United States and the
District of Columbia. Application has
not been filed for temporary authority
under section 210a (b).

No. MC-F 6565. Authority sought for
purchase by RUAN TRANSPORT COR~
PORATION, 408 South East 30th Street,
Des Moines, Iowa, of the operating rights
and certain property of TRANSIT, INC.,
Carter Lake, Iowa, and for acquisition
by JOHN RUAN, also of Des Moines, of
control of such rights and property
through the purchase. Applicants’ at-
torney: Rex H. Fowler, 510 Central Na-
tional Building, Des Moines 9, Iowa,
Operating rights sought to be trans-
ferred: Petroleum products, in bulk, as
a common carrier over a regular route
from Arkansas City, Kans., to Potter,
Nebr., serving certain intermediate and
off-route points; petroleum products,
petroleum, gasoline, lard, tallow, greases,
other than petroleum greases, fatty acids,
herbicides, insecticides, liquid fertilizers
(including anhydrous ammonia, nitro-
gen fertilizer solutions and ammoniated
hydrogen solutions), molasses, corn
syrup, soybean oil, alcohol, and sulphuric
acid, (all of the above-mentioned com=
modities being transported in bulk in
tank vehicles), over irregular routes,
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from, to or between points and areas,
varying with the commodity transported,
in Jowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri,
Colorado, South Dakota, Minnesota,
Oklahoma, North Dakota, and Illinois;
liquid petroleum products, in bulk, from

refining and distributing points in

Kansas to Dorchester, Nebr.; contami-
nated sulphuric acid, from points in
Iowa, Missouri, and Nebraska to the site
of the plant of the U. S. Industrial Chem-
ical Company, about six miles west of
De Soto, Kans,; petroleum products, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, as described in
Appendix XIII to the report in Desecrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M. C. C. 209, from Geneva, Superior, and
Doniphan, Nebr., to points in Kansas on
and north of U. S. Highway 40; petro-
leum and petroleum products, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, as described in Appendix
XIII-to the report in Descriptions in
Motor. Carrier Certificates, 61 M. C. C.
209, from Sidney and North Platte,
Nebr., to points in South Dakota west of
the Missouri River, and from the Kdneb
pipeline terminal near Geneva, Nebr., to
points in South Dakota. Vendee is au-
thorized to operate as a common carrier
in Towa, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, Kansas, North Da-
kota, and South Dakota. Application
has not been filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210a (b).

By the Commission,

[sEAL] Harorp D. McCoy,
Secretary.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3525; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957;
8:48 a. m.) -
X H.

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 1-2253]

Evrexka Co,
ORDER AND NOTICE OF HEARING

APRIL 24, 1957.

I. Eureka Company (hereinafter
called “Registrant”), a corporation or-
ganized and incorporated under the laws
of the State of Nevada, filed an applica-
tion for registration of its common stock,
10 cents par value, with the San Fran-
cisco Mining Exchange (“the Ex-
change”) on or about November 13, 1935,
on Form 10, pursuant to section 12 of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“the
Exchange Act”) and the rules and reg-
ulations adopted by the Commission
thereunder and filed a duplicate original
Form 10 with the Commission on that
date. The registration became effective
on June 1, 1936.

II. The Commission has reason to be-
lieve that the registrant has failed. to
comply with the provisions of section 13

NOTICES 1

of the Exchange Act in the following
regards: ‘

1. The registrant failed to file with the
Exchange and the Commission, within

ten days after the close of each such:
month, current reports on Form 8-K for'

the months of January through June,
1956, August, 1956, and February, 1957.
. 2. The current reports for months dur-
ing 1956 referred to in paragraph 1 were
filed with the Commission on November
19, 1956. The current report for the
month of February, 1957, was filed on
March 20, 1957. Each of these reports
failed to furnish information with re-
spect to the acquisition of various oil,
gas, and mining properties and other
physical assets in exchange for regis-
trant’s common stock, as required by
Item 2 of Form 8-K, and each such
report falsely claimed an exemption
from the registration requirements of
the Securities Act of 1933 for each such
exchange transaction.

3. The registrant has failed to file a
current report on Form 8-K for the
month of November, 1956, furnishing in-
formation with respect to the issuance
of 1,020,000 shares of its common stock
to two individuals in exchange for oil and
gas leases in Morgan County, Colorado.

4. The registrant has failed to respond
to Item 8 in its current report on Form
8-K for the month of February, 1957,
furnishing information as to a decrease
in the amount of its outstanding common
stock of 515,000 shares.

5. The registrant has failed to file an
annual report on Form 10-K for the year
1955 and semi-annual reports on Form
9-K for the fiscal periods ending June 30,
1955 and June 30, 1956.

III. On October 10, 1955, the registrant
filed with the Commission a proxy state-
ment pursuant to section 14 of the Ex-
change Act and Regulation X-14 adopted
thereunder with respect to its annual
meeting of stockholders for November 14,
1955. The Commission has reason to
believe that the proxy statement was
false and misleading in the following
particulars:

1. In representing to stockholders in
connection with soliciting authorization
to increase the number of authorized
shares from 1,500,000 to 5,000,000 that
there was no present intention with re-
spect to the issuance of such shares.

2. In omitting to state that negotia-
tions were pending for the acquisition of
five quicksilver claims from West End
Optica Mines in exchange for 100,000
shares of the registrant’s common stock
and for legal, resident, and transfer fees
in exchange for 130,000 shares.

IV. Ilisordered, That a public hearing,
pursuant to section 19 (a) (2) of the Ex-
change Act, be held at 10:00 a. m.,
p. d.s. t., on May 29, 1957, at the offices of
the San Francisco Regional Office of the

Commission, Pacific Building, 821 Mar.
ket Street, San Francisco, California, t
determine whether it is necessary or
appropriate for the protection of inyes.
tors to suspend for a period not exceeding
twelve months, or to withdraw, the regis-
fration of the common stock of the regis.
trant on the San Francisco Mining
Exchange for failure to comply with
section 13 of the Exchange Act and the
rules and regulations adopted thereun-
der, as set forth in paragraph II ahove
and for making false and misleading
statements and omissions in a proxy
statement filed with the Commission
under section 14 of the act and the rules
and regulations adopted thereunder, gs
set forth in paragraph IIT above,

It is further ordered, that Mr. Sidney
L. Feiler is hereby designated and as-
signed as Hearing Officer in this proceed-
ing and is authorized to perform in ac-
cordance with law,

Notice of such hearing is hereby given
to registrant, the San Francisco Mining
Exchange and to any other person or
persons whose participation in such
proceeding may be necessary or appro-
priate in the public interest or for the
protection of” investors. Any such fur-
ther persons desiring to be heard in
such proceeding should file with the
Hearing Officer or with the Secretary
of the Commission on or before May
27, 1957, his application therefor, as pro-
vided by the rules of practice of the
Commission, setting forth therein any
of the above matters or issues of fact
or law upon which he desires to be
heard and any additional issues he
deems raised by the aforesaid order.

By the Commission..

[sEAL] ORryaL L. DvuBors,
Secretary.

[F. R. Doc. 57-8516; Filed, Apr. 30, 195T;
8:47 a, m.)

OFFICE OF DEFENSE
MOBILIZATION
[Expansion Goal No. 227, Revision 1]
RoOLL-ON, ROLL-OFF SHIPS

REVISION OF GOAL

1. Expansion Goal for roll-on, roll-off
ships is revised to delete the time limi-
tation for filing of firm contracts for
vessel construction.

2. All other provisions of the goal
remain the same.

Dated: April 25, 1957.

OFFICE OF DEFENSE
MOBILIZATION,
GORDON GRAY,
Director.

[F. R. Doc. 57-3517; Filed, Apr. 30, 1957
8:47 a. m.]
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